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'HAVE FORYfAfiOl AINTAIN E D '5 PER GENT. -OF SELLADWmS ACKALOIDS AS THE STANDARD STRENGTH FOR THEIR 
'7* BELLADONNA PLASTERS 

It .lias become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna Plasters u which contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 

Report of THE LANCET December 3rd, 1898. 

“Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis, 
but— of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the-constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly over half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” 

‘ Sole Depot for Great Britain apt! Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, 31 & 32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, E C. 


Invalid Bovril, 


like ordinary Bovril, contains the actual substance of the primest lean ox beef in the finest possible state of division, but in a 
more concentrated form. • It is specially prepared for use in the sick room, and contains no seasoning. It is a, perfect beef 
tea, plus the ALBUMIN and FIBRINE of Beef, in the form best suited to the enfeebled powers of digestion and assimilation 

Virol 

is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growtli and nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Red Bone Marrow, and Fresh Eggs. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of CocTLiver Oil. 

Other Preparations. 

Bovril Wine. Beef Jelly. Bovril Stamnoids (A “ Food by the 

Bovril Lozenges. Liebig’s Extract of Beef. Way”). 

Bovril' Meat Juice. (Raw Meat Malto-Carnis j“ Caffyn’s”). Bovril Chocolate. 

Juice). Liquor Carnis (‘‘Caffyn’s”) (Raw Bovril Cocoa. 

Bovril Biscuits. Meat Juice). Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 

i interest that these useful pocket publications (No. 1 for ordinary use, No. 2 - 
: hitherto proved of considerable service to the pro’essiou can still he had on 


BOVRIL DIET CHARTS.-K^^^^ 

application to Bovkil Limithd. 30, Farringdon Street, K.C. 


BOY RIL, LIMITED, Food Specialists and Hospital Purveyors, LONDON. 

Contractors to Her Majesty’s and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON. Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNCANNON, C.B 

Consulting Chemist: SIR EDWARD FRANKLAND, K.C.B., D.C.L., F.I.C., Corr. Memb. French Institute. 

Analyst: WILLIAM HARKNESS, F.I.C., F.C.S., F.R.M.S., 40 Years Food Analyst to H.M. Government. 
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EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 


HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 


\ 

I 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles. 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. [6d., Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One 6d. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. Gd., Is., and 
5s. Tins. 


GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delic'ous Custards •without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. and Is. each. 


GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S GINGER-BEER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer. Packets, 3d. and 6d. 

GOODALL’S BRUNSWICK BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves, Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles, 6d. and Is. 

GOODALL’S LAVENDER WATER. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

goodalltT plate powder. 

For Polishing-and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s. 


Makes 


GOODALL’S JELLY SQUARES. 

a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In £ pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., 6d., and Is. each. 


Proprietor! 


BACKHOUSE & Co., LEEDS. 




Ties, &c., will be sent free on ahprfl 

BACKHOUSE & CO., LEEQS; 

IMPORTANT TO GROCERS AND BAKERS. 


If you wish to avoid loss of money, repute and trade, caused by PROSECUTIONS for 


ADULTERATION, SELL ONLY YEAST manufactured by the following firms: 


C. A. Beukers. 

J. Houtman. 

P. J. Meijer. 

W. A. Beukers. 

Jansen & Co. 

Ths. Cs. Melchers. 

P. Boezemeijer & Co 

H. C. Jansen. 

Niedfeld & Co. 

A. Daalmeijer. 

Jansen & Tak. 

P. SCHILTMAN. 

J. H. Yan Gent. 

Yan Kan & Co. 

J. J. Tonino. 

Hamer & Co 

M. Kranen. 

J. Yan Der Yalk & Co. 

Hoek & Co. 

P J. Lagerweij. 

Jan Yrijland. 


Yrijland Yan Den 
Hoogen & Co. 
Walraven Beukers 
& Co. 

B. A. J. WTttkampf. 
J. WlTKAMP & CO. 

P. J. WOUTERLOOD. 


The above Firms are Members of the 


YEAST UNION, SCHIEDAM, 

And guarantee their Yeast absolutely pure and free from any adulteration whatever. 


Every Package bears their Trade Mark. 

Every Shipment to England is Analysed, and any fnem&er of the Yeast Union (Schiedam), guilty of 
adulterating Yeast would he fined heavy penalties. 


NOTE : Yeast Union (Schiedam) Yeast is guaranteed free from 
Adulteration. Resist all inducements to deal in any other Yeast. 
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COLEMAN’S 

“ WINCARNIS ” 

OR 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 

IS TIIE FINEST-TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 

Seven Gold flledals and One SilVet* medal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles, 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 

Sole Manufacturers: 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

Food and Sanitation iwill be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve ,, 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4. A ve Maria- 
lane, London, E.C.. to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Yol. I., II., Ill, V., and YJ., may be 
obtained from E. W. Allen, 4. Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster-row. 
London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 


1 Binding Cases for Food and Sanitation, in cloth, gold 
lettered* rpay now be obtained from E. .W. Allen, 4, Ave Maria- 
Price (1$. Gd^' eaeb. 
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LONDON, E.C. 


FULL WEIGHT IN TEA : 

Lipton Convicted, but why not Imprisoned ? 

The proceedings against Lipton, Ltd., at Worship 
Street, London, on June 15th, raised an important 
question.—Mr. Carson’s defence that the practice of giving 
jshort weight in tea is universal is ridiculous nonsense. It 


has been the practice of a shady trader here and there, but 
it has never been universal and the best firms have steadily 
condemned it. There was some justification for including 
the weight of the paper in selling sugar inasmuch as the 
paper cost more than the sugar, but with tea it is different? 
and the game of selling about 1,930 lbs. of tea as a ton of 
2,240 lbs. is a very paying one, and in the interests of 
honest trading it is well that action has been taken to 
suppress it. 


At the Worship Street Police Court, on June 15th, 
before Mr. Clner, three summonses taken out by Messrs. 

Brooke, Bond and Co., wholesale tea dealers, against 
Messrs. Lipton, Ltd., of City Road and other places, came 
on for hearing. The summonses were taken under 
Section 2 of the Merchandise Marks Act, and alleged that 
the defendants had sold tea under a false description, by 
including the weight of the packet in the weight of the 
tea. There were also two summonses taken out against 
the same firm by the London County Council, under the 
Weights and Measures Act, for using unstamped weights 
and weights not of the Board of Trade denomination. Mr, 

Seager Berry prosecuted for the London County Council, Mr. 

Horace Avory and Mr. Corrie Grant (instructed by Messrs. 

Radford and Frankland) prosecuted on behalf of Messrs. | 

Brooke, Bond and Co. ; while Mr, Carson and Mr. Charles 
Matthews Represented T/qtoSf^ T s 
from Mr. Charles Russell. The court was crowded. 
summonses taken out by Messrs. Brooke,fBond and Co. 
were heard first.—Mr. Avory said he appeared with his 
friend, Mr. Corrie Grant, in support of the summons 
taken out by Messrs. Brooke, Bond and Co., wholesale tea 
dealers, of St. Dunstan’s Hill, to decide whether the 
system adopted by the defendant company in selling tea 
“ under a false description,” as alleged was valid in law. 

There were three summonses taken out under the one Act, 
the Merchandise Marks Act, in respect of the 1 lb. of tea, 
i- lb., and 2 oz., in packets. The labels on the packets 
represented that the tea sold was 1 lb., ^ lb., and 2 oz. 
whereas in reality the packets only weighed the amounts 
named when the paper wrappers were included in the 
weight. The lead paper or paper of any kind used as 
wrappers was weighed in with the tea, making the tea 
actually less in weight than the quantity represented by 
the company. Purchases had been made at most of the 
company’s shops, and the results showed that the system 
was adopted deliberately by the company in all its 
branches. The prosecution therefore alleged that the trade 
description of the packets was false. The result of their 
system was that the company increased their profits by 
£16,000 or £17,000 per annum. The prosecutors, Brooke, 

Bond and Co., sold tea at full weight, and if they adopted 
the practice of Messrs. Lipton they would increase their 
profits by £11,000. What they alleged to be the false 
trade description was contained not only on the packets, 
but also on handbills.—William David Mercer, managing 
clerk to Messrs. Radford and Frankland, solicitors, 

Chancery Lane, stated that he bought packets of tea at the 
Old Street shop of Messrs. Lipton on May 26th. He asked 
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for 1 lb. of Is. 4d. tea and got one of the 1 lb. packets. He marking bacon and hams, but the obliging Lord Lieutenant 


bought also other packets, \ lb. and 2 oz. Afterwards he 
had them weighed. He took them to the Weights and 
Measures Office of the London County Council in Rose¬ 
bery Avenue, where he found that the packets only 
weighed the represented weight, 1 lb., lb., and 2 oz. 
respectively. The papers were also weighed separately, 
with the tea turned out.—Mr. Carson cross-examined with 
a view to eliciting from the witness the fact that he got 
what he asked for—a I lb. packet of tea, a lb. packet, 
»,nd a 2 oz. packet. The witness, however, contended that 
he asked for 1 lb. of tea, £ lb. of tea, and 2 oz. of tea 
respectively. Charles Bending, Inspector of Weights and 
Measures to the London County Council, said that the last 
witness brought to him, on May 26th. three packets of tea, 

1 lb., ^ lb., and 2 oz., with thirty-seven other packets, and 
in every case there was a deficiency of weight in tea. The 
tea in the 1 lb. packet weighed only 15 oz. 13 drams, in the 
4 oz. packet 3 oz. 14 drams 16 grains, and in the 2 oz. 
packet 1 oz. 15 drams 3 grains.—Mr. Carson, for the 
defence, said that Messrs. Lipton had acted deliberately, 
and claimed the right to so act, and would go on in the 
practice until they were stopped. They were not charged 
with any fraud, but a rival trader, partly for the purpose 
of advertisement, and partly because he was a rival, had 
thought fit to raise the question on the facts raised in 
previous-eases—a leader who had himself indulged in what 
was a universal practice in the tea trade. It was a definite 
and well-known custom. Messrs. Lipton had taken 
particular care to label the \ lb. packets of tea “ ^ lb. 
packet,” and not “ J lb. of tea.” Therefore there was no 
false trade description. Further than that, even if it were 
a false description, Messrs. Lipton had acted innocently. 
In 1892 when the case of Allwood against Harris was 
decided by Mr. Justice Matthew—the conviction and fine 
of 5s. being quashed—Messrs. Lipton at once consulted 
Sir Charles Russell, now the Lord Chief Justice, and got 
from him an interpretation of the law on their own posi¬ 
tion, showing that they were acting quite legally in selling 
their tea in packets as stated in the present case. There¬ 
fore, if it was not a full and proper trade description, 
Messrs. Lipton had acted innocently and could not be con¬ 
victed.—Evidence tending to bear out counsel’s contention 
was given by Mr. William Shaw Carmichael, secretary 
to the defendant company, and other witnesses.—In 
the end the Magistrates found the defendants, Messrs. 
Lipton, guilty of selling packets of tea under a false trade 
description, and fined them £10 and fifteen guineas cost. 

Considering how enormous are the profits of selling 
paper at tea prices, about £24 per ton extra being thus 
filched from the public we cannot regard the fine as in any 
way adequate. 

The Act gives imprisonment for four months with hard 
labour or a fine of £20. 

There is something very curious about the way in 
which Lipton escapes punishment for false marking. It is 
onbp a few years since he was convicted in Ireland for false 


(Lord Houghton, now Earl of Crewe), quashed the con¬ 
viction. By what means so extraordinary and wanton an 
outrage on justice came to pass remains to this day a 
mystery. 

Again, not long ago at Birmingham we found this 
worthy gentleman convicted of selling sugar adulterated 
with lime. Truly, Knighthood selections are fearfully and 
wonderfully made. 

SPURIOUS DEMERARA SUGAR. 

At Farnham, Fred. George Hitchcock, grocer, etc., 
Shortfield Common, Frensham, was summoned for selling 
Sugar not of the quality demanded, to wit, Demerara, on 
May 16th.—Mr. E. Kempson defended, and pleaded not 
guilty.—Mr.. F. Cliffe, Inspector to the Surrey County 
Council, said he asked for a pound of Demerara sugar, and 
was supplied with an article for which he paid 2d. Wit¬ 
ness divided the sugar purchased. The certificate showed 
that the sample submitted to Dr. Stevenson, analyst, 
was not genuine Demerara, and he thought it pointed out 
that this sugar was dyed cane sugar which came from 
Mauritius was known in the trade as Demerara.—Mr. R. D. 
Kingham, of the firm of Messrs. Kingham & Sons, whole¬ 
sale grocers, was called to prove that this sugar was Dem¬ 
erara.—Some argument ensued as to the admisability of the 
evidence, and Ma. Cliffe formally objected.—Mr. Kingham 
said that this was carte sugar from the West Indies or kin¬ 
dred Islands, and said the sample left with the defendant 
was a cane sugar. All sugar was dyed : when it came 
from the cane it was nearly white, and had to be coloured. 
Mr. Kempson took legal objection to the anatyst’s certifi¬ 
cate, as he had gone beyond a bare analysis of the sample 
submitted.—It wrs ultra vires, and beyond his function.— 
An employe of Messrs. Kingham’s, said he sold defendant 
a quantity of sugar, of which the sample produced was a 
portion.—Acting on a suggestion from the Bench, Mr. 
Kempson applied for a sample to be sent to Somerset 
House for analysis, and the case was accordingly adjourned 
for a month. 

GOLDEN SYRUP. 

At Sunbury, on June 12, Thos. Tomlinson, of Stanley- 
road, Teddington, was summoned on the charge of selling 
to Walter Tyler, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
golden syrup which was not of the nature, substance and 
quality demanded.—Inspector Tyler said he bought a 
pound of golden syrup from defendant on the 15th April. 
When he afterwards told defendant that it was for the 
purpose of analysis, and offered to divide it defendant 
said it was not necessary. The analyst’s certificate was 
that the sample contained sugar syrup 60 parts, and starch 
syrup 40 parts, whereas it should have been all sugar syrup. 
Mr. Tyler said he was satisfied that the defendant had been 
imposed upon. The syrup was in a jar bearing a label 
stating that it was manufactured at Swanley, Kent, but it 
was supplied to Tomlinson by Messrs. Bradbury, of Brent¬ 
ford. Upon calling on Messrs. Bradbury, who are whole¬ 
sale dealers, Mr. Tyler was shown a similar jar, but this 
bore an additional label, pub on by them, which showed 
that the article was not pure sugar syrup, but defendant 
denied that any such label was on the syrup supplied to 
him.'. Inspector Tyler said it was necessary in order to 
proceed against the responsible parties, that a conviction 
should be recorded in this case.—Defendant was accord¬ 
ingly convicted, and required to pay 18s. 6d. costs. 

ADULTERATION IN FLINTSHIRE. 

The County Analyst (Mr. W. F. Lowe, Chester), in 
his report, said during the quarter ending March 31st, 
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39 samples had been submitted for analysis, and three had 
been found to be adulterated, or in proportion of 7;j- per 
cent. The articles examined consisted of 18 samples of 
milk, 13 of butter, 3 of bread, 2 of coffee, and one each of 
the following:—lard, tea, and tapioca. The adulterated 
articles were two samples of butter containing respectively 
17 and 14 per cent, of foreign fat, and a sample of milk 
containing 6 per cent, of added water. Convictions were 
obtained for both the samples of butter. He had not 
heard the result as regarded the milk samples, but as a 
sample taken direct from the cows more than confirmed 
the adulteration certified to, he had little doubt that a 
conviction would be obtained in this case also. The 
samples of bread were all pure and of good quality. It 
would, perhaps, be better to take samples of flour instead 
of bread, as there had been a few cases lately of fiour 
adulterated with Maize (Indian Corn) and was very much 
easier to detect in flour than in the bread after it had been 
baked. It might be considered, perhaps, that the number 
of adulterated samples was very small, but it had been 
repeatedly pointed out by the Local Government Board 
that the larger the number of samples taken the smaller 
the proportion of adulterated ones, and the more efficient 
was the act in stamping out adulteration. In the County 
of Cheshire, for instance, where about 250 samples were 
taken regularly every quarter, the proportion was much 
less, being usually under 5 per cent. It should, therefore, 
be considered that the smaller the proportion of adultera¬ 
tion the more satisfactory was the condition, but that 
condition could only be maintained as long as a sufficient 
number of samples were taken regularly and systematically. 

IMPORTANT JUDGMENT re SERVING OF 
SUMMONSES. 

Mr. Ricketts Scores Again. 

At North London Police Court yesterday, Mr. 
Fordliam delivered an important judgment on the service 
of summonses under the Adulteration of Food and Drugs 
Act. He said—An information was laid by Mr. A. L. 
Bridge, one of the inspectors of the Middlesex County 
Council, against a milk dealer named Adams, disclosing an 
offence under the Sale of Foods and Drugs Act, 1875. A 
summons was granted on May 19th, returnable on 
May 29th. O 11 May 29th Adams did not appear, but Mr. 

Ricketts, his solicitor, pointed out to the Court that inas¬ 
much as the summons returnable on the 29th was served 
on the 22nd there had not been seven days between the 
service of the summons and the day on which it was 
returnable, as required by section 10 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Amendment Act, 1879. Mr. Ricketts contended 
that this section meant that seven clear days must elapse 
between the day of service of the summons and the 
day orginally fixed for hearing. Mr. Earle, for the 
County Council, contended that the days need not be 
clear days, and further that the day of actual hearing, 
which might be fixed by adjournment, was the return day. 
With regard to the last point I never had any doubt. The 
day originally fixed in the summons as the day of hearing 
is the return day (“ Reg v. the Registrar of Leeds County 
Court,” 16 Queens Bench, 691). The point upon which 
I felt doubt, and which I took time to consider, was 
whether it was necessary in order to comply with section 
10 of the Act of 1879, that seven clear days should elapse 
between the day of service of the summons and the return 
day. The point is a very fine one, and I looked at a con¬ 
siderable number of cases which appeared to be authorities, 
aud I find the question of the computation of time sum¬ 
marised in a very careful and exhaustive judgment of Lord 
Justice Chitty in “ Re the Railway Sleepers Supply Com- 
oany,” 29 Chancery Division, 204, which is referred to in 
“In re North ex parteHasluck ” (1897), 2 Queen’s Bench, 
264. After reviewing these cases, neither of which was 
referred to by the learned gentleman in this case, I have 
no hesitation in holding that seven clear days must elapse 
between the day of service and the day upon which the 


summons is returnable, otherwise the summons is not duly 
served. Now here, the summons being served on May 22nd 
for May 29th, only six days elapsed. Therefore the sum¬ 
mons was not duly served, and the defendant did not 
appear. Under these eircumstances I have no jurisdiction 
in the matter, and I shall mark the summons “ Not 
served.” 

The Council will be unable to take further proceedings 
as they are out of time, as summonses must be served 
within 28 days from the date of purchase. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

At Westminster, on June 13th, the St. George’s, 
Hanover Square, Vestry, by summonses, prosecuted 
Mr. Alfred Gandy, wine merchant, of Gillingham-street, 
Pimlico, and Mrs. Emma Durrant Russell, of the Victoria 
Wine Company, 160a, Ebury-street, S.W., for selling rum 
adultereted with water below the statutory strength to the 
prejudice of the purchaser. There was a similar summons 
in respect of gin against Mr. William Carpenter Hall, of 
the Gun Tavern, 125, Lupus-street, Pimlico. Mr. C. 
Munroe was Counsel for the vestry, and the several 
defendants were represented by Mr. Roberts, Mr. Maitland 
(Maitland, Peckham and Co.), and Mr. T. D. Dutton.— 
On behalf of the parochial authority, Counsel said the 
question at issue was the sufficiency of notice of spirit 
dilution to customers. There had been many irreconcil¬ 
able decisions, and the vestry thought that specific 
disclosure should be made by vendors. Evidence was 
given in the cases of Gandy and Russell that cheap bottles 
of spirits were purchased by the vestry’s inspector, and 
that they were wrapped in paper before being handed to 
him after being taken from a shelf. When the wrapper" 
was taken off, it could be seen that there was a notice on 
each bottle. In Gandy’s case there was a label on the 
neck, “ Strength is guaranteed to be 36 under proof by 
distillation at the time of bottling.” The notice on the 
Victoria Wine Company’s bottle very conspicuously 
announced that the strength was 33 under proof. The 
Magistrate asked if it was admitted that there would have 
been sufficient notice if the bottles had been handed to the 
purchaser without being wrapped up. Mr. Munroe said 
certainly. A number of cases were quoted for the defence, 
and Mr. Maitland said there would be no security for the 
retail trade if such prosecutions as this could succeed. 
So long ago as 1878, Lord Justice Cockburn said, in the 
case of Sandys and Small, “ the seller may insure himself 
protection against the possibility of the enactment operat¬ 
ing to his prejudice. If he delivers the label as provided 
by the Section (Section 8), he protects himself against all 
possibility of being charged with an offence under the 
Act.” Mr. Marsham : That is only a sort of obiter dictum , 
and there have been a good many cases since 1878. Mr. 
Maitland said the recent cases were all in favour of the 
trade. The notice at the bar of a public-house had been 
held sufficient, and his contention was that it was 
absolutely immaterial whether the label was pointed out 
or not. Only general notice, and not specific notice, was 
necessary for the sale of spirits below the strengths fixed 
by the Amended Adulteration Act of 1879. Mr. Marsham 
decided that the labels on the bottles were a good and 
sufficient notice, and he dismissed the summonses against 
Mr. Gandy and the Victoria Wine Company. The last 
summons against the landlord of the Gun Tavern, 
Pimlico, was relative to a pint of gin sold in one of the 
bars, from which, it was alleged, no dilution notice was 
visible. Mr. Dutton mentioned that three of the ordinary 
trade notices were in other parts of the house. The facts 
were in dispute Mr. Marsham said there ought to have 
been a notice in every bar. In this case he fined the 
defendant 10s., and £1 5s. costs. 

James Morgan, landlord of the Roggiett Hotel, was 
fined 40s. and costs at Chepstow, on June 13th, for over 
adulterating his whisky. 
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GOVERNMENT AND THE PETROLEUM FLASH¬ 
POINT. 

It would be hard to conceive anything more con¬ 
temptible than the figure Mr. Balfour, leader of the House 
of Commons cut on Monday last. Our contemporary, the 
Chemical Trade Journal, which has stuck to this question 
with tenacity asked last week “When will a Petroleum 
Bill come ” ? and said “ It is now three months since the 
wavering members of the House of Commons were induced 
to side with the Government and form a majority to reject 
Mr. Reckitt’s Bill; and the troublesome members were 
hushed by Mr. Codings’ promises of a Government measure 
which was “in a forward state of preparation,” and 
“ soon ” to be introduced, and which would deal fully with 
the questions at issue ; and yet only last week the Home 
Secretary had the assurance to state that “ he was not at 
present in a position to say when the Government Bill 
dealing with petroleum would be introduced, or to state 
the nature of its provisions. 

We are familiar with the convenint delays which are 
so skilfully manipulated by the S. 0. Co. in the States, 
in order to benumb the senses of the public, or the authori¬ 
ties, whenever they are roused to a state of activity which 
even dollars cannot allay, but we did not know the members 
of the House of Commons could be hoodwinked in this 
way. After three months not a word or a hint is forth¬ 
coming to reassure those who feel the responsibility of 
sacrificing 100 lives a year that this long promised Bill has 
progressed another inch towards completion.” 

This as everyone who has followed the question knows 
was Mr. Colling’s promise made on behalf of the govern¬ 
ment. What then can be thought of the honour and truth 
^efi-Her-Majesty’s Ministers, when we find Mr. Balfour on 
June 20, replying to Mr. Harold Reckitt’s enquiry, as to 
when the Petroleum Bill, which had been promised ever 
since the month of March, would be brought in by the 
statement that no pledge had been given ! It would appear 
that in addition to having bought the petroleum output of 
America, Mr. J. D. Rockefeller has also bought the 
honour of Her Majesty’s Ministers. We must confess we 
never looked to seeing Mr. Balfour a scholar and gentleman 
sinking to so low a depth as this. 

Meanwhile, the roasting alive of English men, women 
and children to swell the profits of the “Boss” of our 
House of Commons, Mr. Rockefeller goes on unchecked. 
Time truly for another “ Prides purge.” 


TO STAMP OUT TUBERCULOSIS IN CATTLE. 

An example to Local Authorities. 

As the Government through Mr. Walter Long has 
refused to grant any compensation to the butcher who 
buys cattle believing they are healthy and afterwards finds 
he has had palmed off upon him tuberculosed animals, it 
behoves butchers, sanitarians and local authories to con¬ 
sider how they can best put down the sale of tuberculosed 
meat. The Meat Trades Journal in its last issue states 
that “ The view taken by Hull traders is simply this, that 
municipal authorities as guardians of the public interest 
are bound (among other things) to see that the food of the 
people is pure and wholesome. As one means of securing 
this the Hull Corporation have determined that on and 
after 3rd July next no live stock shall be offered for sale 
except under a guarantee that they are fit for human food. 
The Corporation of Hull have, in our opinion, taken a 
broad and intelligent view of their duties. Their action 
has been solely guided by a desire to protect the public 
health, and although it may seem to farmers and 
auctioneers that their method of doing so is high-handed 
and oppressive, those now so keenly touched must not 
forget that hitherto all the burden and shame of tuber¬ 
culosis seizures were cast upon the butcher. We have it 
on the authority of the President of the Board of Trade 


that the “ only way of meeting one combination is by 
another,” and as the Hull agriculturists and auctioneers 
have evidently combined with the view to disposing of 
their tuberculous stock without check or supervision a 
counter combination has become necessary- That the 
Corporation of Hull is associated with the local meat 
traders in protecting the public health is a detail we 
seriously commend to the notice of the Local Government 
Board. If other municipal bodies in their wisdom should 
decline to follow the example of Hull the only alternative 
is that the traders of the country must do what their Hull 
brethen have done and demand in the paramount interest 
of the public health that the stock purchased by them 
shall be fit for human food. The possession of a tuber¬ 
culous animal is as much an ordinary trade risk to the 
breeder, farmer and feeder, as it is to the butcher, and 
they must be prepared to accept it.” 

This action of the Hull Corporation is timely and 
wise, and we hope it will be followed by plenty of other 
Corporations, and that Mr. Walter Long will receive the 
snub, his conceit, ignorance and contempt for the mere 
trading classes merits, and be relegated at the next 
election to a private life from which it is a pity he ever 
emerged. As a minister the Government boasts no more 
miserable failure, and it has a few miserahles. 


MARGARINE WITH TEN PER CENT. OF 
BUTTER. 

Our comments on the folly of the proposal approved 
by the Grand Committee to allow 10 per cent, of butter 
and no more to be mixed with margarine, is approved by 
one of the largest retail firms in England. Daniel Melia 
and Co., Ltd., write that “ The Bill in its present form 
will not stop the fraud which is taking place daily, 
sapping the honesty of both masters and men. There will 
be more rigorous inspection (without any protection 
against mistakes), and quite as many prosecutions and 
convictions—in fact, the whole thing will be seen to be a 
farce before the Act has been in operation three months.” 

“ Other countries legislate firmly on this subject. 
Why should we be more sentimental than our colonial and 
continental friends P 

The person to be studied and protected is the innocent 
purchaser, who is now buying margarine for butter at 
butter price, and who will continue to do so unless and 
until something is done which will enable him to easily 
distinguish the difference by the appearance. Only last 
week we made a purchase at a London suburban shop of 
a compound which was being exposed for sale as butter at 
Is. per lb., the neighbourhood having previously been 
billed with it as a leading article; on analysis by an 
eminent public analyst it was found to contain over 90 per 
cent, of foreign fat, and less than 10 per cent, of butter 
fat. The original cost to this unscrupulous retailer would 
be about 38s. per cwt. (or, say, 4d. per lb.)” 

We do not agree with the demand to prohibit the 
colouring of margarine. We believe that were it only 
allowed to be sold in square packages of quarter, half, 
one lb. and two lbs., properly labelled, its fraudulent sale 
as butter would be stopped, but the new bill is outrageous 
in the 10 per cent, admixture clause, and if it be carried it 
will cost retailers dear. 


ENGLISH BEER IS AS BAD AS AMERICAN. 

The recent analyses by Dr. F. T. Aschman, of 
Pittsburg, of twenty-seven samples of beer brewed and 
sold in Pennsylvania, are published in a bulletin just 
issued by the State Department of Agriculture. This 
bulletin states that during the past two years the attention 
of the Department has been repeatedly called to the state¬ 
ment that injurious materials were being used in beer, 
and twenty-seven samples were submitted to Dr. Aschman 
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for analysis. In commenting on liis work, the doctor 
writes : 

“ Looking over these results, we find two facts 
especially noticeable; that the old definition of a true 
beer will no longer hold good for the majority of the beers 
sold within our State; and that in many instances pre¬ 
servatives and carbonating and ‘ improvers ’ are used, to 
prevent the spoiling of the beer or to aerate or improve 
it. According to all authorities, beer should be a 
beverage obtained by fermentation, partial or complete, 
without distiHation, from barley, malt, hops, yeast and 
water. The results obtained, especially the percentages of 
extract, albuminoids, ash and phosphoric acid, indicate 
that in a large proportion of our beers, rice, corn and 
grape sugar are substituted to a great extent for malt 
made from barley. This practice has grown to an enor¬ 
mous extent in our country, and is partially due to the 
demand on the part of the American public for a light 
coloured, sparkling beer. The use of grape sugar and 
other saccharine substances is the most objectionable 
specified, as they are entirely lacking in the important 
mineral and nitrogenous principles of the malt and other 
grains. 

“ The use of preservatives and ‘improvers’ is also, 
unfortunately, practised to a considerable extent, and is 
undoubtedly the most important adulteration of beer, and 
one which should be prohibited, ferreted out and punished 
wherever found. These materials are objectionable for 
many reasons. They introduce foreign and often dele¬ 
terious substances into the beer; permit the marketing of 
badly brewed or spoiled articles, and they prevent the 
public from judging of the true character of such spoiled 
beers when they are really unfit for consumption. 

“ I have not been able to detect in the samples of 
beer examined any substitute for hops- at least, not with 
certainty; although in one or two cases foreign bitter 
principles seemed to be indicated, but could not be further 
investigated for lack of material and time. One rather 
remarkable result obtained is the low average per cent, of 
alcohol in the samples examined. The published analysis 
of American beers place the average amount of alcohol at 
4i\ per cent, and over, some of them showing as much as 
nearly 7 per cent., while the samples here reported, show 
an average of but 4-005 per cent, of alcohol, and none of 
them more than 4*56 per cent. 


ISLINGTON VESTRY AND THE NEW FOOD 
AND DRUGS ACT. 

The Public Health Committee brought up a report in 
reference to the Sale of Food and Drugs Bill now before 
the House of Commons. The Committee recommended 
that the Local Government Board should be asked to take 
steps with a view to the Bill being amended in the follow¬ 
ing respects as suggested by the Vestry’s analyst, Dr. Teed, 
viz., that provision should be made for the full disclosure 
to the purchaser of butter or milk of the quantity or nature 
of any preservative that may be present; that, it being 
undesirable that the authority that has to decide on ques¬ 
tions of analytical data (a court of appeal from the analyst) 
should also be the authority for deciding in what form the 
analyst, whose work it might have to review, should state 
his results ; that in the event of no court of reference 
being constituted the Board of Agriculture should be the 
authority for drawing up the form of certificate, that a 
court of reference should be constituted; that means 
should be provided for the prosecution of the giver of a 
false warranty; that the publican should be prevented 
from contracting himself out of the Act by the exhibition 
of an almost illegible notice: that the definition of -‘Food” 
be extended so as to include substances like baking powder, 
which, though not actually foods, are used in their 
preparation. The recommendations were agreed to an- 
animously. 


POST OFFICE TOMFOOLERY. 

Amongst the birthday honours the name of that 
staunch opponent of post office humbug. Mr. Henniker 
Heaton, M.P., was again to everyone’s surprise absent for 
the usual reason—his sturdy common sense has shown 
bow fatuous is the administration of our postal system. 
Every thinking man knows that as head of our postal 
department, Mr. Henniker Heaton, would be the right 
man in the right place, hence the reason why he is not 
there, and why £2,500 per year of public money is thrown 
away on the well meaning, but incapable Duke of Norfolk. 
We have just witnessed another instance of the exaspe¬ 
rating lunacy of our postal regulations. Our contemporary, 
“ The Caterer ” must be, they decree, posted as a parcel 
costing 3d., whilst other newspapers weighing more than 
“27 te Caterer” are carried for -£d. in obedience to some 
idiots red tape dictum. But our contemporary was posted 
in a letter box instead of in a parcel post box, and for this 
“ posting out of course ” the recipient has to pay Id. extra. 
“ The Caterer ” is so useful and ably edited a journal that 
its readers may not object to pay an extra penny, but that 
is beside the point. Our postal system is controlled by 
incompetents who draw enormous salaries to devise such 
petty annoyances and make grossly unfair distinctions 
between our journal and another. If “The Queen” or 
“ The Lady’s Pictorial” weighing at times 1 pound or more 
can be carried by post for ^d., it is a dishonest charge on “ The 
Caterer ” that it should have to pay 3d. for 12 ozs. weight, 
and officials responsible for such pettifogging and unfair 
proceedings are public pests. This is no solitary instance 
for it affects numerous trade journals, and it is time the 
about post office authorities were told a few plain truths 
themselves. 

The Office of Postmaster General ought not to be the 
reward of political parasites, or be used as a bribe to secure 
the support for one party or the other of territorial 
magnates. It is too important in its effects upon the 
prosperity of England’s commerce, and requires a man 
of brains at bis head. To give £2,500 a year of public 
money to a well meaning, Ducal dabbler in miracles and 
medieval architecture is jobbery of the worst kind. 


OUR MILK SUPPLY. 

Sir James Blyth, Bart, says, in France, during the 
ten years ending 1892, the average yield of milk, owing to 
more judicious breeding and feeding, increased by twenty- 
two gallons per cow, which would alone give an additional 
118,000,000 gallons of milk from the number of cows 
raturned in France in 1892. If in this country they 
assumed the mean average yield—that was 1| gallons 
(11 imperial pints) per cow per day—to be a fair all 
round yield, they would in round figures have an annual 
production from 4,000,000 dairy cows of 2,006,000,000 
gallons, equal to 50 gallons of milk for all purposes per 
head of population. Deducting 50,000,000 gallons of 
this whole milk for the rearing of calves, and 800,000,000 
gallons for consumption directly as milk, there would still 
remain of whole milk for conversion into butter and 
cheese, 1,156,000,000 gallons. Assuming that this residue 
of whole milk was used in the proportions of one-fourth 
for making cheese, that would absorb 289,000,000 gallons, 
and three-fourths used for making butter would account 
for the remaining 867,000,000 gallons which—reckoning 
2-| gallons to each pound of butter—would be equal to a 
total butter production of nearly 347,000,000 lbs., or over 
8 lbs. of butter per annum for every man, woman and 
child in the kingdom. There was no reason why there 
should not be an increase to the extent of at least 50 
gallows per cow per annum in a few year’s time, which 
would thus give an additional 200,000,000 gallons of 
milk, and probably of a superior quality. Thus, assuming 
that we shall continue to have at least 4,000,000 of dairy 
cows, giving on the average 1^- gallons of milk per head 
per day, or say, 550 gallons annually, they would then 
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have the enormous quantity of 2,200,000,000 gallons of 
milk produced in this kingdom. By setting aside 
1,200,000,000 gallops for butter and cheese purposes, and 
for the rearing of calves, 1,000,000,000 gallons would be 
available for consumption as milk, equal to 25 gallons per 
annum per head of the population. It did not require 
prophetic inspiration to predict that we are on the eve of 
discovering means for preserving the freshness of milk for 
days, and even Aveeks, without change of flavour, and at a 
trilling cost. At the present time various processes are 
employed for retarding changes in the composition of 
milk. The method least open to objection is sterilisation, 
the other method of preserving the freshness of milk 
consisting in putting into it certain chemical substances, 
which had the power of destroying microbes. As to 
injurious consequences following on these methods there 
is a conflict of scientific opinion, but we must hope that 
some antiseptic would ere long be discovered which would 
be altogether free from objection. The great recommenda¬ 
tion Avhich such a preservation would have is simplicity in 
its use. 


THE NEED FOR PURE LIME JUICE. 

After exhaustive tests, the British Government 
adopted “ Montserrat ” Lime Fruit Juice for use in the 
Navy, and in this decision we consider there is ample 
evidence that the authorities have judged Avis ely. Experts 
have long been aware that the purest and best lime juice 
is that grown in the Island of Montserrat in the West 
Indies, as it is prepared from cultivated Limes, and it is 
well that it has received the Government imprimatur. 

It is notorious that an enormous amount of spurious 
lime juice and lime juice cordial prepared from chemicals, 
and having only a trace of the poorest quality of so-called 
-—^dimerjuiee;” is sold to the public as the genuine article ! 

The prosecution we recently recorded (on page 283), 
brought to light how grossly the public is deceived by the 
frauds we mention. Dr. Falconer Kin g found the “ Lime 
Juice ” to be merely a concoction of water, sugar, and acid, 
with possibly a small quantity of lime juice added to give 
it flavour ! Pure “ Montserrat ” Lime-Fruit Juice is a 
most valuable drink, and from a health point of view we 
can safely say there is scarcely a drink to equal it; there¬ 
fore any attempt to lessen its value by sophistication 
should be sternly suppressed. It would be a great pity if 
the sale of fraudulent chemical concoctions pretending to 
be the juice of the lime fruit, cannot be put down, as they 
certainly should be in the public interest. It is very 
satisfactory to note that the “Lancet” is so strong in 
supporting such a genuine brand as the “Montserrat.” 


A NEW BREAD WHICH CURES RHEUMATISM. 

Of the making of new breads there appears to be no 
end, and when these claim to have certain peculiar proper¬ 
ties hitherto undreamt of, we feel it to be our duty to 
direct attention to them. Our interesting and up-to-date 
contemporary, the British Baker, announces something 
which ought to interest medical men. It says: 
From a chat one of our representatives had with 
Mr. John Dalziel, the managing director of Messrs. 
John Law & Co., Limited, 219, Stirling Road, Glasgow, 
we are able to give some particulars of this new 
boon to bakers and rival to chemists. After careful 
experimenting, which was carried out by a practical baker 
and an eminent medical practitioner, Mr. Dalziel has 
succeeded in producing a bread which is similar in appear¬ 
ance and taste to Sweet Milk Bread, and at the same time 
contains active ingredients which have a powerful effect 
in curing rheumatism. The bread is eaten precisely in the 
same quantity as ordinary bread, D. L. Anti-Rheumatic 
Bread being substituted in place of ordinary bread. As a 
general rule, one person should consume one loaf in three 
days; but to derive benefit, the bread should be used 
regularly. This bread will keep moist for a week, but it 


is best when from one to three days old. Messrs. Law and 
Co. have certainly put their discovery on the market in an 
attractive form, each loaf being wrapped in a sheet of pure 
tinfoil. The advantage of this is that the bread in this 
way retains the full value of its ingredients, but bakers 
taking up the agency for D. L. Anti-Rheumatic Bread will 
be allowed a free hand in the matter of get-up. In order 
to introduce the new bread to the Trade, Messrs. Law and 
Co. Avill send a sample 1 lb. tin of their powder on receipt 
of 3s., which will allow the Trade to judge for themselves 
the value of the discovery. It should be added that the 
firm have introduced the bread in their OAvn five shops, 
and it is the pleasing demand that has been accorded them 
which has decided them to offer it to the Trade. 


WHAT IS DONE WITH THE BY-PRODUCTS OF 
MEAT PACKERS. 

The great Chicago packing houses get a great deal 
more money for the by-products incidental to the killing of 
a steer than the meat sells for. On the average the meat 
and its compounds bring 40 dols. while the by-products 
bring in at wholesale 55 dols. The latter sum is roughly 
made up as follows:—Hide, horns, hoofs and hair, 
25 dols. ; fats, blood, sinews and bones, 15 dols. ; mis¬ 
cellaneous and other Avastes, 15 dols. 

It is only in the large and well-appointed slaughter 
house that the full value of the animals dealt with can be 
realised, and there become factories for a great many pro¬ 
ducts, besides finding the proper and most profitable 
markets for each of the raw products into which they 
separate the animals. Nothing 4s alloAved to go to Avaste, 
and ten years ago one of the largest butchers in the city 
declared that the Chicago packers were paying the entire 
cost of slaughtering cattle out of Avhat the butchers here 
were paying to have carted away. Hides, horns, hoofs, 
and hair have had their markets for many years and their 
value increases steadily. This is particularly true of horns, 
for the practice of dehorning cattle has become so general 
that in one great Chicago packing house it Avas found 
during a two year count that the returns only showed one 
horn to every three bullocks. Horns are now Avorth about 
150 dols. a ton. The hides go to the tanner, the hair for 
mixing in mortar. The tails don’t go Avith the hides. 
Down at the tip is some long hair, and this is said to be 
turned into curled hair for upholstering. * 

If the hoofs are pure Avhite they have a peculiar value. 
They are sent to China for jewelry making. Those which 
are striped, black or damaged, go into the kettle to be 
boiled for glue and the residue made into hoof meat, a 
valuable fertilizer. In fact, everything which is not used 
for other purposes is at last turned into some form of 
fertilizer, even to the tankage water in which the coarsest 
of the refuse is boiled to extract its fats. The coarse 
bones are either carbonized and sold for sugar refiners’ 
use or turned into fertilizers, and the blood is mostly 
dried and turned into another aid to agriculture. Some of 
the blood is sold in liquid form to sugar refiners, but not a 
great deal. The white bones, suitable for knife handles 
and such purposes bring from 70 dols. to 90 dols. a ton and 
go mostly to Germany. 

The main parts of the animal as they are sent to 
market are all carefully trimmed, but there is no piece of 
good meat but has its market. Tongues and tails are 
regular articles of commerce, and even the meat from the 
cheeks is added to the supply for sausages and the lips are 
cut off and pickled. Each character of fat is separated 
from the others and finally these are marketed in the 
various forms of neat’s foot oil, oleo oil, tallow and 
stearine and oleomargarine. Before the horns are sold the 
pith is extracted from them and the finest grade of 
gelantine is obtained from the pith. 

The sinews are all separated to be used for glue stock, 
the bladders are sold for holding snuff and the greater 
part of the intestines are used for sausage casings. Parts 
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of these have, however, a special use and value, and are 
sold separately to be made into goldbeaters’ shins. The 
lining of the windpipe is also of particular value, being 
used for a fancy sausage casing, and also as a lining for 
pipes through which beer is passed in breweries. Beef 
extract, pepsine and many other things are made in some 
of the biggest houses. 

A new use has recently been discovered for the con¬ 
tents of the paunch, which until lately had to be thrown 
away. It has been discovered that a good quality of card¬ 
board can be made of it and it is now being saved for that 
purpose. Of course, the large receipts from these 
by-products are not all. profit, but there is a manufacturer’s 
profit made out of each one of them which aggregates a 
handsome sum, and all of this helps to keep down the 
price of the fresh meats to the consumer. —Retail Butchers’ 
Review. 


BUTTER MADE FROM NUTS. 

The peanut is one of the most prolific and easily 
grown of all nuts, and its consumption in .America is 
increasing millions of pounds yearly. All nuts form a 
very nutritious food when properly eaten, but medical 
authorities have given the peanut especially high praise. 
Aside from its being eaten when roasted, there are many 
preparations that can be made from it, which have already 
made for it a good market value for such purposes. One 
of these is the grinding and converting of it into flour, in 
which form many excellent uses made be made of it. The 
latest use to which the nut has been put is the making 
from it of a pure and palatable substitute for butter. The 
nuts after easeful roasting are put through a mill, and 
ground as fine as the finest flour. The nut possesses a 
great deal of oil, and-as it is made into flour, this oil 
makes it of a thick, creamy consistence, which, if it has 
been properly roasted, is of a idch orange colour. By the 
addition of a small quantity of filtrated water, it is made 
of the exact softness of butter. No preservaties are 
necessary, and it never becomes rancid. It has met with 
the hearty approval of all who have used it, and doctors 
have highly commended it for its healthful ness. It can 
be used for all purposes fpr which butter is used, including 
shortening and frying. By the addition of more water it 
can be made to serve the purpose of cream or milk. 


SECRETION OF MILK. 

The following statement concerning milk and its 
secretion is taken from a very useful little work, 
“ Elementary Physiology,” by Ainsworth Davis. 

It may be said to represent the latest determinations 
of physiological investigation concerning this very 
interesting subject. 

The milk glands (the udder) are not merely to be 
regarded as arrangements by which certain materials are 
strained out of the blood. The milk tubules are very 
closely surrounded by a net-work of capillary blood¬ 
vessels and constitute a fitting apparatus so far as the 
water contained in the milk is concerned. But that a 
great deal more than simple filtration takes place follows 
from the fact that casein, milk-sugar, and butter-fat are 
not present in the blood, while there are considerable 
differences between the two liquids as regards the 
inorganic salts, milk containing, for instance, far less 
sodium chloride (common salt) than blood, but much 
richer as regards potash compounds. In short, the pro¬ 
toplasm of the glandular cells, which line the blind ends 
of the milk tubules break down into the simpler chemical 
substances, casein, milk-sugar, butterfat, etc., which are 
therefore produced much the same way is the pepsin of 
gastric juice, or the ptyalin of saliva. But in this case 
there is not only a chemical breaking down of protoplasm, 
but also a disintegration of the cells , which, so to speak, are 
constantly “ moulting.” For this reason milk has been 
termed “ dissolved milk gland,” using the expression 
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somewhat metaphorically. An interesting proof of this is 
found in the nature of colostrum , the fluid which is secreted 
by the milk glands just after the birth of the calf, and 
which differs a good deal from milk in composition. If a 
drop of this is examined under the microscope, it will 
be found to contain not only milk globules, but also 
larger bodies colostrum corpuscles , some spherical, some 
irregular, which are obviously discarded cells. 

The constant breaking down, which takes place in a 
milk gland, is counterbalanced by a corresponding process 
of renewal and reconstruction, the materials of which are 
supplied by the blood. 

During milking the sphincter muscle of the teat is 
relaxed as the result of reflex (or sympathetic) action, so 
that the. milk can flow out of the milk cistern. It has 
also been commonly assumed that a large amount of milk 
is actually secreted during milking, as another result of 
reflex action. The main argument in favour of this view 
has been that the cavities of the glands are not large 
enough to contain the amount of milk actually yielded at 
one time. It must be remembered, however, that these 
organs are very elastic and capable of great distension, 
besides which careful experiments recently made do not 
support the usual view. 

FACTORS INFUENCING THE AMOUNT AND QUALITY OF MILK. 

In this connection (1) the breed is of very great 
importance, determining as it does the tendency of the 
glands to secrete a greater or less total quantity, and to 
produce milk more or less rich in butter-fat. (2) Diet. 
The essential point is that the food should be rich in 
albuminoids (protein) the most favourable ration being 
1 to 5-4. It is quite a mistake to suppose that an increased 
percentage of butter-fat in the milk results from giving 
more fat or oil with the food. Careful experime nts ma de 
on feeding of cows shows that, if anything, the tendency 
is the other way. From what has already been said on 
the secretion of milk, it follows that the fat of the food 
does not pass as such into the milk, a fact which enables 
the experiments quoted to be more clearly understood. 

A reasonable amount of water taken with the solid 
food increases the secretion of milk, and so does common 
salt, of which from \ to | of an ounce may with advantage 
be given daily to the cow. (3) The state of the general 
health naturally exerts an important influence upon the 
production of milk, for all the organs of the body are more 
or less independent. 

It is, therefore, a matter of practical importance to 
secure the health of cows by feeding them properly, by 
ventilation and cleanliness. 

Some interesting experiments have been made as to 
the effect exerted by a proper care of the coat. The 
amount and quality of milk yielded by a number of cows 
were carefully determined for two periods of two weeks 
each, no attention being paid to the coat in the first period, 
while during the other it was carefully brushed and curry- 
combed every day. 

In the latter period the yield of milk was considerably 
greater, and there was a distinct increase in the percentage 
of butter-fat. 

The yield is diminished by exercise, the amount of 
which should not, therefore, be increased beyond that 
actually necessary for the health. 

(4) The quantity and quality are not constant 
throughout the period of milk yielding lactation. The 
mamimum quantity is secreted during several weeks after 
the birth of the calf, then a gradual diminution takes place. 

(5) TIME OF MILKING. 

The morning milk is poorer in solids than the evening 
milk, while that obtained at noon is richer than either. In 
other words, the longer milk remains in the udder the 
poorer it is in quality, though at the same time the 
quantity is greater. Experiment has also shown that 
three milkings a day are more advantageous than two, 
the total yield being greater i.nd the percentage of butter- 
fat higher.—“ Hoard’s Dairyman,” 
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GLUCOSE IN JAMS. 

The recent prosecutions for glucose in golden syrup 
raised a nice question. If glucose in golden syrup be an 
adulteration, why is its presence in jams not objected to. 
It is alleged that the bulk of the cheap jams are made 
with glucose, but as yet we have seen no analyst reporting 
against the practice. 


THE NEW FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 

It is quite possible that Mr. Long’s Food and Drugs 
Bill may succumb to the Opposition. The margarine 
interest is working very hard against the Bill, and Sir 
John Leng’s amendment is very strongly supported in the 
House. Sir John proposes to move as an amendment on 
the report stage that the House decline to proceed further 
with a Bill which violates the principles of free trade in 
the mistaken interest of a class of producers whom it will 
will not benefit, is an unprecedented attempt by legislation 
to compel the production and sale of an inferior instead of 
a superior article, and denies the right of trial by jury in 
cases where heavy fines and imprisonment are proposed 
for merely statutory offences. It will be remembered that 
the Bill proposes to prohibit the sale of margarine con¬ 
taining- more than 10 per cent, of butter. 


SOLID WINE. 

The fertility of the inventive brain, says a writer in a 
Bordeaux medical paper with comprehensive plaintiveness, 
is at once amazing and inconceivable.. An engineer has 
recently-contrived to prepare what he calls ** a concentrated 
essence of vinic plants, the best of all methods for produc¬ 
ing an exquisite wine.” According to the prospectus 
issued by this ingenious person, two of his tablets, costing 
each 2 franc 50 centimes, are sufficient to yield 110 litres 
of a liquor containing all the qualities of natural wine, 
from which it is indistinguishable. 

Not only does the compound possess a most agreeable 
flavour and a delicate aroma, it is likewise unrivalled as a 
refresher of the slightly damaged wines that are custom¬ 
arily used diluted. The fresh taste and freedom from 
acidity of this pseudo-wine lead to its constantly being 
mistaken for a genuine claret of the most approved 
vintage. The process for converting the tablets into wine 
is simplicity itself. They have merely to be boiled in a 
little water, the decoction, when sufficiently cooked, being 
further diluted and sweetened to taste. 

It is scarcely necessary to add, says the reports in 
conclusion, that this notable invention has been patented, 
that its trade-mark has been duly registered, and that 
already two gold medals of the first-class have been 
awarded in recognition of its many virtues. 


MEAT INSPECTION. 

Liverpool butchers have done well for their class in 
causing the qualifications of meat Inspectors to be brought 
before the city Council and the House of Commons. Upon 
every occasion on which an appointment is made we should 
like to see the local butchers challenge it in their own 
interests/ and in those of the public. The butchers repu- 
tation and trade are at stake and the question of meat 
inspection raises such grave public health issues that it 
should be out of the power of any local authority to appoint 
any but a thoroughly qualified man—a butcher with some 
sanitary training in preference to any save a Veterinary 
Surgeon, but as the salary is not tempting enough for the 
latter the appointment should practically be open only to 
the butcher. The good results of appointing practical 
men for the work are so apparent in Holborn and Isling¬ 
ton that public bodies everywhere should follow their 


example. It is absurd to dub any clerk, greengrocer, baker, 
or milkman, a meat inspector, and expect that he can tell 
safe meat from that which may scatter disease broadcast, 
yet this is what has been done all over the country. 


ADULTERATION IN BELFAST. 

Dr. John F. Hodges, F.I.C., F.C.S., Belfast City 
Analyst in a report to the City Council, states that during 
the past quarter I have submitted to analysis 144 Samples 
of Food, &c. Of these 16 samples, viz.,—11 of Butter, 
4 of Sweetmilk, 1 of Buttermilk were found to be adultera¬ 
ted, and fines amounting to £31 were imposed by the 
magistrates. 

It may be recollected that shortly after my appoint¬ 
ment, twenty years ago, I was obliged to direct attention 
to the contamination by lead of much of the Aerated 
Water manufactured in the city. This was occasioned by 
the employment at that time of lead pipes in the apparatus 
used. I am happy to be able to report that this impurity 
in those beverages no longer exists, and that in all respects 
they are deserving of the high reputation which they have 
gained both at home and in several foreign countries. 


REVIEWS. 

The South Coast Quarterly is a beautifully printed 
and illustrated magazine issued by the London, Brighton 
and South Coast Railway, for the purpose of making 
known the delightful scenery of Sussex. An article by 
Mr. Joseph Hatton relates what will be news to many, 
how Sussex was a century ago, the home of the English 
iron industry, and the causes of its decay. Well written 
articles on charming rural spots in Sussex are contributed 
by the Editor, Mr. Percy Lindley, and others, and the 
drawings and reproductions of photographs are artistically 
executed. 

A great deal is said of the progressive spirit of the 
L.B. & S.C.R., which is hardly deserved. It is bad busi¬ 
ness and bad catering for the public, for instance, that the 
early morning train service from Brighton to London 
should be so poor that survivals of barbarism like the 
8.45 a.m. first class only from Brighton to London, and 
the 5 p.m. London to Brighton should exist. The more 
enlightened policy of the Midland Co., would give better 
satisfaction and pay the L.B. & S.C.R. better than its 
present one of favouritism for snobbery. 

In “The Art of Advertising,” by W. Stead, Jun., 
published by T. B. Browne, Ltd., 163, Queen Victoria 
Street, London, E.C., 3s. 6d., a great amount of useful 
information is presented in a fresh and readable manner. 
It would be news to Her Majesty, to her faithful ministers, to 
the parson, the painter, the doctor, the public analyst, that 
they are all guilty of advertising and that their expressed 
horror of it is only so much bunkum, but Mr. Stead, Jun., 
with a sort of Carlylean ruthlessness states : “We all adver 
tise, from the Queen on the throne to the shoeblack [in the 
street,” and he proves it too. The Court Circular, the 
postage stamp, our coinage, the Royal Standard are all 
nothing more nor less than a colossal and free Royal 
Advertisement. The doctor’s red lamp and the analyst’s 
brass plate are all advertisements, as are the bulletins the 
great medico issues when he has an illustrious patient. 
From the study of the general in advertising, Mr. Stead 
comes to the particular and enters thoroughly into the 
relationships existing between the great advertising home 
of T, B. Browne, Ltd., and the many enormous businesses 
they advertise at home, abroad, and in our colonies. The 
various forms of advertising by poster, by magazine, and 
by newspaper, pictorial and non-illustrated, are ably dealt 
with, and however vigorous and full of energy any 
advertiser may be, enough is shown in this work to prove 
that the advertising contractor, whose life study it is, can 
not only save his client money, but relieve him of 
enormous amount of work and worry. 
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MONTSERRAT 

Tpegre&t Tpirst-Quencger. 

UNIVERSALLY ADMITTED TO BE the PUREST AND BEST. 


I* HOT WEATHER What to drink is most important. The Lancet advises Lime-Fruit Juice, having tested and found 
the famous “MONTSERRAT” brand absolutely pure—a most delicious, refreshing, healthful Drink. Made from 
the Ripe Fruit of Cultivated Limes grown in the famous Island of Montserrat, W.I. 


IRYEN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., 1 T TUP |> DA AT 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings & Cumberland Street, j Lik I Li A k A \J \J Li t 

WARRANTED PURE. 

“ LI-YER ” BRAND OF LARD, 

THOMAS WOOD’S 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 

2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 


Jam Factory -SWANLEY, KENT. 

London ConlnnUnnop. MARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 

ROBERT BURNETT & GO., 

VAUXHALL, LONDON. 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 



H. C. JANSEN’S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST, 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 
International Bakery Exhibition , Amsterdam,, 1886. 


It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 

GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF HONOUR ! Highest Award ever given, 
DIPLOMA of HONOUR f for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition , 

Ghent, Belgium, 1893. 
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PINK’S PURE SWEETS. 

ROY All MIXTURE! — 

A New Line, consisting of Choice Fondants, Jube, &c. 

7 lb. Boxes, per Cwt. 20/-. 

SUGARED BARCELONA NUTS — 

A great favourite 7 lb. Boxes, per Cwt. 27/6. 

5 cwt. lots, 3d. per cwt. less. 


WRITE FOR SAMPLE. 


I. is 1. HE, 


MERCHANTS AND MANUFACTURERS, 

STAPLE STREET, BORO’. 



.81 


DOIRTEIEKPS GREEN LABEL 



They command the Highest Price—Pay a Protected Profit of 20 per cent.— and will give every 

Satisfaction to yourself and your Customer. 

9s. Per Doz.==Carriage Paid==Gross Lots at 8s. 6d. Per Doz. 

SAMPLES CAN BE SEEN AT THE MANCHESTER OFFICE. 


DOWDEN, Ltd., 


42, Dock Street, LONDON. 

318, Corn Exchange Buildings, MANCHESTER. 


THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAIN) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says :— 

“ The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing 
epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
similar diseases.” 

M. de Freycinet (Report of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Offiriel, February 14th, 1892), 
says :—“ Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
thisdate over 200,000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 
with Pasteur Filters. 

Made in a variety of Patterns for 


Sir Henry Roscoe, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. ( Westminster Gazette, 
September 8th, 1893), says :—“ Ordinary filters are no good at all.. 

The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material. Dr. H. H. Johnston, D.Sc., M.D., O.M., 
states ‘ The Pasteur-Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes. 


J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 147, HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 

West-End Show Rooms-203, VICTORIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


Printed and Published by M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria-lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications must be addressed. 
On sale by E. W. Allen, 4, Ave-Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, E.O 


Digitized by 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Original from 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 



Generated on 2020-07-2O 21:55 GMT / https://hdl.handle.net/2027/mdp.39015059370141 

Public Domain in the United States / http://www.hathitrust. 0 rg/access_use#pd-us 


• f/4. 4T 



Vol. X.—No. 360. 

LONDON: SATURDAY, JULY 1, 1899. 

Subs. 6s, 6d, per Ann., Post Free, 

PRICE ONE PENNY. 

- - --- - --, 




t 




“ The Standard of Highest Purity.” 

The Lancet. 


COCOA 


“For Strength, Purity and Nourishment 
there is nothing superior to be found.”— 

Medical Magazine. 


ENTIRELY FREE FR0i[ ALL ADMIXTURES, SDCH AS KOLA, MALT, HOPS, Ac. 

NO ALKALI USED TO DARKEN THE COLOUR, 

Insist on having CADBURY’S (sold only in Packets and Tins) as other Cocoas are Q ften substituted for the sake of Extra Profit. 


BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 


& JOHNSON 




■mt FOR YEARS MAINTAINED ‘5 PER GENT. OF BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS AS THE STANDARD STRENGTH FOR THEIR 
' ' ' BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 

It has become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna Plasters ” wbicb contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 


Report of THE LANCET December 3rd, 1898. 

“Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis, 
but—of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly over half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” _ 

Sole Depot for Great Britain apd Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, 31 & 32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, E C. 


Invalid Bovril, 


like ordinary Bovril, contains the actual substance of the primest lean ox beef in the finest possible state of division, but in a 
more concentrated form. It is specially prepared for qse in the sick room, and contains no seasoning. It is a perfect beef 
tea, plus the ALBUMIN and FLBRINE of Beef, in the form best suited to the enfeebled powers of digestion and assimilation 


Virol 


is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growth ana nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Red Bone Marrow, and Fresh Eggs. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of Cod Liver Oil. 


Bovril Wine. 

Bovril Lozenges. 

Bovril Meat Juice (Raw Meat 
Juice). 

Bovril Biscuits. 


Other Preparations. 

Beef Jelly. 

Liebig’s Extract of Beef. 
Malto-Carnis (“ CafFyn’s”). 

Liquor Carnis (“Caffyn’s”) (Raw 
Meat Juice). 


Bovril Stamnoids (A t£ Food by the 
Way ”). 

Bovril Chocolate. 

Bovril Cocoa. 

Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 


ROVRIf FHPTP CHA _Medical gentlemen will learn with interest that these useful pocket publications (No. 1 for ordinary use, No. 

DV-F ’ IVILrf OIL I Vll/Alyl for use in Fever cases) which have hitherto proved of considerable service to the pro r essiOu can still he had 


application to Bovril Limited. 30, Farringdon Street, E.C. 


BOVRIL, 


LIMITED, Food Specialists and Hospital Purveyors, 
Contractors to Her Majesty’s and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON. Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNCANNON, C.B 

Consulting Chemist: SIR EDWARD FRANKLAND, K.C.B., D.C.L., F.I.C., Corr. Memb. French Institute. 
Analyst: WILLIAM HARKNESS, F.I.C., F.C.S., F.R.M.S., 40 Years Food Analyst to H.M. Government. 


LONDON. 
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EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 


HOUSEm^D^SPECIALITIES, 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. [6d., Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One 6d. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. 6d., Is., and 
5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delicious Custards without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’8 GINGER-BEER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer. Packets, 3d. and 6d. 

GOODALL’S BRUNSWICK- BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves. Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles. 6d. and Is.- 

GOODALL’S LAVENDER WATER. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

GOODALL’S PLATE POWDER. 

For Polishing and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s.. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. and Is. each. 

GOODALL'S JELLY SQUARES. 

Makes a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In i pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., (id., and Is. each. 


Proprietor&GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & Co., LEEDS. 



Monthly Price List of Patent Medicines, Grocers’ Sundries, &c., will be sent post free on application. 

GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & CO., LEEDS . 

GRUMBLES VINEGAR 

Guaranteed BREWED and free from MY JIBBED J1CIBS, 

GRIMBLE $ Co., Lirnited, Cuniberland Market, London, N.W. 



Garnrick’s Beef Peptonoids Powder 


u If a medical man desires to give an invalid or convalescent a preparation by the use 
of which the formation of flesh and blood is to be promoted and vigour infused into a 
patient, ‘ Beef Peptonoids ’ for this purpose stands first and foremost amongst all the 
preparations I have examined.”—D r. Stutzer. 



(BEEF PEPTONOIDS ENTIRELY DIGESTED AND DISSOLVED). 


k DELICIOUS NUTRITIVE CORDIAL. A MOST VALUABLE TONIC, STIMULANT, AND FOOD, 

A very powerful Tonic and Stimulant.”— Lancet. 

CARNRIGK & GO., Ltd., 24 & 25, HART ST., BLOOMSBURY, I.C., 
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COLEMAN'S 

“ WINCARNIS ” 

OK 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & HALT WINE 

IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 

Seven Gold fQedals and One SilVen (Dedal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles, 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 


Sole Manufacturers: 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

Food and Sanitation Iwill be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve ,, 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Hknky. 4. Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Yol. I., II., III., V., and YL, may be 
obtained from E. W. Allen, 4. Ave Maria-lane. Paternoster-row. 
London. E.C. Price 5/- each. 

Binding Cases for Food and Sanitation, in cloth, gold 

lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. Allen. 4, Ave Maria- 
lane. London, E.C. Price Is. 6d. each. 
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ALLEGED SPURIOUS MARTELL’S BRANDY. 

A case which came before the Clerkenwell Police 
Court on June 27th, shows that Messrs. Martell and Co. 
are now alert to the very serious evils of fraudulent sub- 
stition of inferior and cheaper brandies as their well known 
“ Throe Star” brand. 


There is no donbt that an enormous amount of injury 
has been done to Kartells for years past by the practice of 
some publicans who fill Martell’s empty bottles with 
cheaper brandies, but it is very difficult to find the guilty 
ones. 

Lucian Besser, of the “ White Hart,” Theobald’s-road 
W.C., was charged before Mr. Horace Smith, for falsely 
applying to brandy the trade-mark of Messrs. Martell and 
Co.—“ Three Star Brandy”—contrary to section 2 of the 
Merchandise Marks Act, on 8th June. There were two 
other summonses against the defendant for selling the 
goods and exposing them for sale. 

Mr. Bodkin appeared for the complainants, and Mr. 
Arthur Newton for the defendant. 

Mr. Bodkin said Messrs. Martell and Co. were 
probably the largest shippers into this country of a 
Cognac brandy known as the “ Three Star ” brand. They 
only shipped it in bottles with a blue and silver label, a 
three-star neck label, and a cork branded in a particular 
way, and the spirit had a very considerable reputation. 
In consequence of information received, Messrs. MartelFs 
agents in this country instructed Mr. Jarvis, late detective 
chief inspector, to institute inquiries on the defendant’s 
premises. On the 8th inst. he with a party of friends 
called at the “ While Hart ” and were served with a bottle 
of brandy purporting to be u MartelFs Three Star ” brand. 
They emptied the bottle, pouring some of it into spittons 
on purpose to do so, and the barmaid put the empty bottle 
on one side. The defendant afterwards, Mr. Jarvis would 
say, took the bottle up and filled it up from a bottle of 
another brand. Jarvis then asked for a pint of Martell’s 
“ Three Star ” brandy to take away with him, and the 
barmaid served him from the.Martell bottle filled up from 
another bottle. He was charged 5s. 6d. for the spirit. 
Counsel said the brand substituted for the “ Three Star ” 
brandy was sold at 19s. per dozen less than MartelFs 
Cognac. A double fraud was here committed. The 
reputation of Messrs. Martell was damaged and the con¬ 
sumer paid a high price for a lower-priced spirit. It was 
Mr. Bodkin said, a petty and a mean fraud. 

Mr. Frederick Smith Jarvis gave evidence in accord¬ 
ance with counsel’s statement; and Mr. Gordon Clark 
trading as Matthew, Clark, and Son, London agents to 
Messrs. Martell, proved that the brandy supplied to Jarvis 
to bring away was not the “ Three Star ” brand, nor did it 
resemble MartelFs brandy of any quality. 

The defendant had elected to go for trial if the 
magistrate found the case against him, but it was completed 
at the rising of the Court, and the summons was accord¬ 
ingly adjourned. 

The case being sitb-juclice it would be improper to 
comment upon it. If the charge be sustained it is as Mr. 
Bodkin rightly said “a petty and a mean fraud” and 
considering how wide spread this substitution evil is, 
affecting nearly every manufacturer of high class foods and 
drinks, the punishment upon a conviction ought to be the 
utmost the law allows. 
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PURE, WHOLESOME, DEICIOUS. 

BIRD’S 

CUSTARD 

POWDER 

The unfailing resource of every Lady of the House 
and successful Housekeeper. 

NO EGGS! NO TROUBLE! NO RISK! 


MARGARINE AS BUTTER. 

Before Messrs. J. B. Stuart, T. M. Percy, J. H. Smith, 
and J. Partington, sitting at the Wigan County Police 
Count,. on June 21st, Jas. Radcliffe, a shopkeeper of 
P^mbeyton, was summoned for exposing margarine 
for safe without the required label.—Mr. T. Ellis 
prosecuted on behalf of the Royal Lancashire Agricul¬ 
tural. Society, .which was a society which acted in 
conjunction with the County Council. Inspector Parkin¬ 
son ’ of the society, visited defendant’s shop on the 17th 
May and asked the price of butter. He was informed 
what, the price was and purchased some, but he was then 
fqldthat it was known, as daisy butter, but it was really 
margarine. , The certificate of the analysis was put in, and 
this showed 13 per cent, of water, and 80 per cent, fats 
other than butter.—Mr. Arthur Smith, who defended, con¬ 
tended that Mr. Parkinson did not comply with the Act. 
He divided the substance into three parts, but did not say 
it was for analysis.—The Bench thought a technical 
offence had been committed, and ordered defendant to pay 
the costs. 

u Amelia Baxter, of Pemberton, was summoned under 
the Adulteration Act on the 19th May.—Mr. Ellis said 
this was a bad case, and he was instructed to press for a 
severe penalty. The inspector purchased some margarine 
a;tjhe $hop, and on it being submitted for analysis it was 
found to contain as much as 21 per cent of water. The 
society asked for a large penalty because they aimed at the 
dealers who supplied the small tradesmen with the sub¬ 
stance, and the latter persons had their remedy against the 
wholesale people—Mr. T. Wilson, who represented 
defendant, said she bought the margarine from a man at 
Wigan Market, .and she thought it was good.—She was 
fined 40s. and costs, and ordered to pay the costs in another 
case of exposing margarine for sale without the proper 
label. 

Mary. Merry, of Ashton, pleaded guilty to selling butter 
containing upwards of 80 per cent, of fats other than butter 
on the 26th May. She, however, said it was served in 
mistake by a girl.—The Magistrates considered it was a 
serious offence, and inflicted a fine of £5 and cost.—A 
further summons for exposing the margarine without the 
proper label had been issued, and defendant was ordered to 
pay the costs in the case. 

Herbert Davies, of Ashton, was summoned for ex¬ 
posing margarine without the proper label on the 29th 
May.—The Inspector said there were several lumps of 
margarine on the dish from which he bought his, and 
there, was only one label which was not of the requisite 
size, and was not on the lump he was served from. The 
analysis showed that there was 9| per cent, of water and 
upwards of 75 per cent, of fats other than butter.—Mr. 
Ellis said the Inspector visited the shop and asked the price 
of butter. On being told he bought some, and was served 
from a basket upon which he could pot see the necessary 


label. On analysis the substance was proved not to be 
butter.—The Inspector said the price which he paid was 
lOd. per pound. He found it was wrapped in paper 
stamped margarine.—Mr. Ackerley, for the defence, said 
Mrs. Liptrot, who served Mr. Parkinson, sold the mar- , 
garine as margarine, and not as bntter. It was made up 
in a margarine wrapper.—Mrs. Liptrot and a servant bore 
out this statement, but the Chairman (Dr. Stuart) said 
the magistrates felt bound to inflict a fine of £10 and 
costs.—Defendant was also summoned for exposing the 
margarine without the requisite label.—Inspector Parkin¬ 
son repeated his evidence, and, in answer to questions by 
Mr. Ackerley, said the basket from which he was served 
was behind the counter and covered with a cloth.—Mr. 
Ackerley contended that there was no exposure for sale. 
The basket was covered with the cloth, and anything 
might have been in it for what a customer knew. The 
cloth had to be lifted before the sale was made.—The 
Bench dismissed the case, having already convicted under 
the Food and Drugs summonses. 

At West Hartlepool, on June 19th, John Innis, grocer, 
George-street, was fined 40s. and costs under the Food and 
Drugs Act. Defendant had sold butter wrapped in plain 
white paper. The butter was margarine, and the defendant 
should have wrapped it in paper on which these facts were 
stated. Mr. Wheat, inspector, proved the cases. 

At Birmingham, on June 28, Thomas Baker, grocer, 
87, Duddleston Mill-road, was summoned for supplying 
margarine in an unlabelled wrapper. Mr. Buller appeared 
for defendant, and stated that Baker was not present when 
the margarine was supplied. The Duddleston Mill-road 
shop was managed by George Merrick, and the defendant, 
taking advantage of the piovisions of the Margarine Act, 
had summoned Merrick. Mr. Baker was called and stated 
that he had been in the trade for twenty years, and 
numerous samples of various goods had been taken by the 
inspector from his four shops and no complaint had been 
made. He had given instructions to his managers to be 
careful in supplying what was asked for by the public, and 
he had supplied Merrick with labelled wrappers and tin 
tickets. Defendant further stated that he was a member 
of the Birmingham Grocers’ Association, and had re¬ 
peatedly brought forward the suggestion that margarine 
should be marked in such a way as to make it at once 
capable of being detected by the public. Merrick, the 
assistant, said that he had very little butter in the shop 
and the hot weather had affected it, so that he supplied 
margarine instead. Mr. Fisher said that the Bench were 
of opinion that Mr. Baker had exercised due care, and the 
case would be dismissed.;—The summons against Merrick 
was then heard. Mr. Norris Foster, who defended, said 
that he had been employed by Mr. Baker for seven years, 
and this was the first offence he had committed. Merrick 
was fined £5 and costs, or in the alternative one month’s 
imprisonment. 

George Henry Middleton, of Stratfieldsaye, was 
summoned at Basingstoke, on June 21, for selling mar¬ 
garine as butter. The case was proved by Mr. D. Bayley. 
The analyst (Dr. Angell) certified that it was not butter at 
all. Defendant was also charged with selling margarine 
without a label, and this also being proved against him, he 
was fined £2 and costs for the first affence, and £1 for the 
second. 

At Stratford-on-Avon, William Roberts, of 20, Rother- 
street, was summoned by Frederick George Bennett, 
Inspector of Food and Drugs, for selling milk adulterated 
with 12 percent, or thereabouts of added water. Defen¬ 
dant pleaded not guilty. Inspector Bennett stated that he 
called at defendant’s shop in Rother-street for the purpose 
of taking a sample of milk. He noticed that there was in 
the window a card on which was printed “new milk.” 
He believed it was Mrs. Roberts who was in the shop, and 
he asked for a pint of new milk. She served him with 
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some out of a pan on the counter and charged him l^d. 
He then told her that he had purchased it for the purpose 
of having it analysed, and if she wished he would divide 
it into three parts, as required by the Act. She consented 
to it, and he then divided it and sealed each one down. 
He handed the one to Mrs. Roberts and the others he took 
away with him. On the same day he took one portion to 
Dr. Bostock Hill at Birmingham, the county analyst, and 
the other he kept himself, which he produced. He sub¬ 
sequently received a certificate from Dr. Bostock Hill 
stating that the sample of milk had 12 per cent, of added 
water.—Defendant then asked the inspector why he did 
not take the sample from him when he saw him (defendant) 
take the milk oif another milkman at the Fountain. It 
was then explained that the inspector could take samples 
when and where he liked, and he said that that morning 
he had taken several samples from milkmen in the street. 
Defendant said the milk was sold just as it was received. 
A fine of 5s. and costs 13s. 6d. was imposed, and the money 
was paid. 


AN IMPUDENT MARGARINE FRAUD. 

At the Bishop Auckland Police Court, on June 22nd, 
the Crook Co-operative Society was summoned for selling 
butter containing 77.89 per cent, of foreign fat. Mr. B. 
Scott Elder, Chief Food and Drugs Inspector of the 
county prosecuted, and Mr. J. T. Proud defended. J. J. 
Hardiman, wholesale provision dealer, Newcastle, was also 
charged with supplying the article in question in casks 
marked “ voldries,” not “ margarine,” and containing 
margarine, to the society’s branch at Howden-le-Wear. 
Mr. Proud, before the case had been opened, said the 
society wished, as far as possible, to assist the prosecution 
in this case, as they contended that they had been 
deceived, that they bought the article as butter, and that 
they sold it as butter. He would call the person who sold 
the article to them, and that gentleman would corro¬ 
borate what he now stated.—Mr. Scott Elder, in opening 
the case, commented upon the nature of what was un¬ 
doubtedly an extraordinary fraud, for selling as butter an 
article containing practically 80 per cent, of foreign fat, at 
Is. 2d. per lb., the society’s highest price for butter, could 
not be described as anything else. He was glad Mr. 
Proud had offered to assist the prosecution, but he would 
point out that had the society simply obtained a warranty 
when the article was supplied to them they would not 
have been in the position they were that day.—Mr. Proud 
produced a written statement by Hardiman, and said that 
was the warranty in the case, but Mr. Scott Elder argued 
that it might refer to other butter.—Mr. M. A. Thompson, 
Food and Drugs Inspector, spoke to buying the article in 
question. Mr. Proud next put J. J. Hardiman into the 
box, and he said he wished to take all the responsibility so 
far as regarded the Stores. He bought the butter as 
butter, and sold it to the Stores as butter. Unfortunately 
the gentleman who sold it to him did not reside in this 
country. He was a Dane, and the only thing he (witness) 
would have to do would be to wait for the first oppor¬ 
tunity of obtaining redress from him. In reply to Mr. 
Scott Elder, witness said when the manager of the Stores 
made the purchase he asked for butter, but he had not the 
invoice with him, as he did not think it was necessary. 
He had no warehouses, and would be surprised to hear 
that the butter ” came from Scotland, for he certainly 
was under the impression that it came from Denmark. It 
was not true that the casks arrived at Newcastle in canvas 
covers marked “ margarine,” and that he employed some¬ 
one to remove those covers. The casks were despatched in 
the same condition as they were received by him. The 
Bench retired to consider their verdict, and on returning 
fined defendant £6 and costs. The case against Hardiman 
was then proceeded with, Mr. Scott Elder reading a state¬ 
ment which the defendant had made, and which was to 
the effect that he would plead guilty to the offence. 
Evidence of a formal description was given by Mr. 
Simpson, manager, and the Bench said they believed it was 


a case in which they should inflict the full penalty. The 
defendant Hardiman would be fined £20 and the costs. 
A second charge against the Stores was withdrawn, and 
Mr. Scott Elder said as the prosecution had an informant 
in this case, and the Bench had power in the matter, he 
would ask if they should give a reward to the person who 
gave the prosecution the information as to this offence. 
The Bench said they would allow the informant £5. The 
whole of the fines were paid. 

This case throws a sinister light on the methods of 
Danish alleged pure butter ” swindlers, and on the 
bunkum of the Danish authorities. We ought to treat 
Danish butter rogues as that wretched tin-pot country 
treats English trawlers—give them prison and enormous 
fines—but there is a sad lack of spirit and regard for 
English and Irish agriculture about our administrators 
of the law when it comes to apply it to Denmark. It 
is time the Danish butter swindle ceased to receive the 
eulogies of ignorant newspaper editors and the protec¬ 
tion of the law. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

James Gosling, landlord of the Now Inn, Strat- 
fieldsaye, was summoned at Basingstoke, on June 21, for 
selling whiskey which contained 7‘5 per cent of added 
water to the prejudice of the purchaser.—Mr. F. S. 
Chandler, who appeared for defendant pleaded guilty, but 
said defendant had been ill for some time, and a mistake 
had been made.—The Chairman said they must inflict a 
a penalty of 20s., and costs 22s. 6d., and having regard to 
the good reputation as the house, the license would not be 
endorsed. 

At Belfast Petty Sessions, William Linacre, Midland 
Hotel, was charged by Capt. Sandys with selling him half 
a pint of rum on the 8th April, which on being analysed 
was found to contain 6 per cent, too much water. " Capt. 
Sandys prosecuted.—Defendant pleaded guilty. The 
whiskey bought at the same time was'found" to be correct. 
—Fined £1 and costs. 

At Aberavon Police-court, J. B. Mallin, of the Dock 
Hotel, Aberavon, was charged with selling rum, the same 
being under the prescribed strength.— Mr. Jestyn Jeffreys, 
who appeared for defendant, took an objection to the fact 
that inasmuch as the defendant had been dismissed in a 
former court the charge could not again be opened and 
quoted.—The Bench held that the case had not been gone 
into and decided to hear the case.—Mr. Jeffreys then took 
the objection that rum being a perishable article, the lapse 
of time being 14 days, the case could not be heard; Mr. 
Evans held that rum was not a perishable article, and, held 
the objection was frivolous.—The Bench decided to hear 
the case.—Mr. Evans said he was glad to. learn the technical 
objection was over-ruled. It appears that on Aprjil 26th. 
Police-constable Yickery, at the instruction of the 
Inspector, went to the Dock Hotel and purchased half-pint 
of rum. The man behind the bar did not want his 
portion, and a sample was sent to the analyst and found 
to be 27^ per cent, under proof. He did not say this was 
one of the gravest offences, the percentage being only 2J- 
per cent, below what was allowed by law, but still in the 
interests of the public it was his duty to ask that a 
conviction be entered.—Inspector Macdonald said he 
visited the Dock Hotel on April 26th. He gave instructions 
to Police-constable Yickery to enter the hotel to purchase 
rum. I 11 three minutes he followed and found the 
constable standing at the counter with a bottle containing 
a half-pint of rum and a bottle with half-pint of whiskey. 
The barman, David Howells, was present, when I said it 
was purchased for the purposes of analysis. He offered to 
divide it into three parts and offered the barman one of 
the parts. He said, “ I do not want a part, you have it as 
it was given me by Mr. Mallin on 24th.” The bottles wehe 
sealed in the presence of the barman and marked 44F, 
and delivered the same day to the publio analyst at 
Swansea. On May 12th he received the analysist certifi- 
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cate and also bottle marked 44F. Tlie certificate produced 
showed the sample was 27|- per cent, under proof. Mr. 
Mallin called on him and said his instrument must 
have been wrong, and would return it to makers.— 
Cross-examined : I told Mr. Mallin he would be reported. 
The bottle produced (an ordinary ginger beer bottle) is 
the bottle Police-constable Vickery had the rum in. The 
constable was in plain clothes. He would not say the 
adulteration was a small one. The whisky was in an 
ordinary flat bottle. The whisky was 24;]- per cent, under 
proof.—Police-constable Vickery said he went to the Dock 
Hotel on April 28th. The evidence as given by Inspector 
Macdonald was correct.—Cross-examined: I had the 
whisky first, and the rum afterwards. The barman said 
he had not another flat bottle and took a ginger beer 
bottle from under the counter. He would swear he took 
it from under the counter. He did not go out to the yard 
to fetch it. Re-examined: He simply asked for rum.— 
Mr. Jeffreys said he had a strong case for his client, and 
he felt sure their worships would dismiss the case. He 
was instructed that the constable had called at the hotel, 
and when he would say that the whisky supplied in a flat 
bottle was actually stronger than allowed by law, but that 
the bottle supplied by the barman was brought from the 
yard, and that the dampness in the bottle would be 
sufficient to lower the strength. This would be proved by 
Mr, Charles, the analyst, and he would ask the Bench to 
. dismiss, as it would be a serious thing for his client, even 
though on the face a trivial case if they would convict.— 
David Howell said he was a manager for Mr. Mallin at 
the Dock Hotel, and remembered the constable coming to 
the hotel. The constable asked for a half-pint of whisky, 
and was supplied with it in an ordinary spirit flask. He 
then asked for a half-pint of rum, which was supplied in 
a ginger beer bottle which was brought from the yard. 
— 1 Cross-examined: I diluted the spirits about a week 
before. I did not tell the Inspector that the spirits were 
the same as received from Mr. Mallin. It is untrue that 
— the bottle was brought from under the counter. He did 
not look to see whether there was any water in the bottle. 
Could not say whether he turned the bottle upside down 
or not before putting in rum.-—Joseph Brindley Mallin, 
owner of the Dock Hotel, said Howells informed him that 
samples had been taken by the Inspector, and he got his 
hydrometer and tested his spirits, and he found them 24-8 
under proof, and that was all right. He then saw the 
Inspector, and said he had tested and found the spirits 
were within prescribed strength. He called on an analyst 
at Swansea, who told him the rum was a little under. — 
Cross-examined : The spirits were diluted as near 2f» per 
cent, under as possible.—Henry P. Charles, analyst, of 
Neath, said that a teaspoonful of water would make the 
difference in strength. It is the usual course for the police 
to supply their own bottles.—Cross-examined: The man 
would have his shilling’s worth of spirits even if there was 
water in the bottle.—After a short adjournment the Bench 
decided that the charge was proved, but owing to the 
small amount of percentage below selling strength, they 
would inflict a penalty of 5s. and costs. 

At Lymington, Edward Benjamin Joyce, landlord of 
the King’s Arms Inn, St. Thomas Street, Lymington, 
appeared to a summons for selling. gin adulterated with 
18 per cent, of added water above the amount allowed by 
law, 35 per cent. Mr. Lamport defended, and defendant 
pleaded not guilty. William Edward Robinson, an 
inspector appointed by the Hants County Council under 
the Food and Drugs Act, stated on the 9th of May he 
purchased at defendant’s house a pint of gin, and had sub¬ 
mitted one part to the County Analyst (Mr. Angel, of 
Southampton), who by the certificate produced, certified it 
to be adulterated with water to the extent of 18 per cent. 
Witness saw no notice in the bar as to the spirits sold there 
being diluted with water, as shown in the notice produced. 
He looked for one, but could not see it. The defendant 
stated he had been assisted in the business by his sisters, 
who had a share in it, but he had arranged to pay them 
out. He had cautioned them to obey the law, and not to 


adulterate the spirits, but to sell them as received from 
the brewers. The notice produced ha,d been in the bar 
since September last, when the house. was repainted, etc. 
Supt. Payne, who had been, during the hearing of the case 
sent to fetch the notice produced, stated he found it as 
described by defendant over the mantelpiece in the bar. It 
could be seen from the passage and in the bar. It appeared 
to have been up for some time. Mr. Lamport contended 
that the defendant had no adulteration, and that the 
notice, as posted in the bar, protected him from prosecu¬ 
tion, and cited several cases in support of this. The Bench 
were of the same opinion, and dismissed the case. 

At Helper, William Linacre, licensed victualler, was 
summoned for selling to Captain Sandys, one of the county 
inspectors under the Food and Drugs Act, one half pint of 
rum, containing an excess of six per cent, of water. There 
were 94 parts of rum. The offence was admitted. The 
fine was a £1 and costs. The Inspector said he purchased 
whisky at the same time, and it was correct in strength. 


MILK. 

A Technical Objection. 

Joseph M. Robertson, of Carlton-grange, Six-mile 
Bottom, Cambridge, was summoned on June 21st, for 
selling milk to the Manor Farm Dairy which was deficient 
of a portion of its natural fat. Inspector Bridge said that 
on 20th May he went,to East Finchley Railway Station, 
and there met the 12.52 train. He saw two churns of 
milk delivered on the platform, and after turning the milk 
out of these churns into empty churns and then back 
again, so as to mix the contents thoroughly, he took 
samples from each churn. The churns had on a written 
warranty that their contents were “pure new milk with 
all its cream.” The samples were submitted to the county 
analyst, who certified that one sample was “ deficient in 
fat to the extent of 26 per cent.,” and the other “ to the 
extent of 31 per cent.” Mr. Lane, manager of the Manor 
Farm Dairy Company, produced a contract with Mr. 
Robertson to supply so many gallons of milk to this dairy 
company, the milk to contain not less than 3’75 of fat. In 
reply to Mr. Bridge, he said that he had had to complain 
of the quality of the milk supplied "before. Inspector 
Bridge having closed his case, Counsel for the defence 
look objection that the certificates were not evidence, 
seeing that the prosecutor had been notified to bring the 
county analyst himself to Court, that they had done so, 
but had not called him. There was, therefore, no case 
against' the defendant. The Bench, after some lengthy 
argument, decided that the objection must be upheld, and 
dismissed the case. Mr. Glover—Doubtless Mr. Bridge 
will see that it does not occur again. Mr. Bridge—Oh, 
but it will happen again. (Laughter.) 

At North London on June 22nd, Isabella Parks, of 
Wellington-place, Pocock-street, Blackfriars, was sum¬ 
moned by Inspector Grist, of the St. Saviour’s District 
Board, for selling milk in Great Guildford-street which 
was 12 per cent, deficient in fat.—Mr. Topham prosecuted; 
and Mr. Armstrong dended.—A warranty from a Mr. Gay, 
of Brandesbury, Micheldever, who sent up the milk, was 
put in as a defence to the summons, and Mr. Armstrong 
invited the prosecution to “retire gracefully.”—It then 
appeared that the defendant’s nephew had coloured the 
milk with annatto, and “ sweetened ” it with an anti¬ 
septic powder to keep it fresh. This, of course, disposed 
of the defence that the milk was sold as received, and the 
defandant was fined £5 12s. 6d. 

Margaret Eleanor Morgan, widow, of Grange-road, 
Bermondsey, was summoned by Inspector Thomas for 
selling milk 14 per cent, deficient in fat.—Mr. Ricketts, for 
the defence, said the defendant sold the milk as she 
received it. The cows were short of pasturage in May, 
owing to the cold nights, and therefore yielded milk of 
poor quality.—Mr. Slade: Has the defendant been con¬ 
victed before ?—Inspector Thomas: Not the widow, but 
her husband was.—Mr. Ricketts: You can’t make her 
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responsible for what he did.—A penalty of £3 12s. 6d. was 
imposed. 

At Northampton, Walter Stamford (23), 9, Black 
Lion Hill, was summoned for selling adulterated milk, on 
the 14th ult. Mr. W. B. Shoosmith prosecuted for the 
Town Council, and said that the analysis of defendants’ 
milk was the worst that had ever been put in at the Court, 
for it showed 46 per eent. of added water. George Hurley 
deposed that on the 14th of May he was selling milk in 
Harding-street for Ted Standford. Mr. Shoosmith: Is 
this the man? Witness: No, Sir. Mr. Shoosmith: Who 
is this man ? Witness: Walter Stamford. Mr. Shoosmith: 
Why did you tell Mr. White it was Walter? Witness : I 
didn’t that I know of. The Magistrates despatched P.C. 
Page to fetch “Ted” Stamford, who lives at 9, Black 
Lion Hill, to the Court. “Ted” appeared, and stated 
that on the 14th of May, the witness Hurley was selling 
milk for him. Mr. Adnitt said that as the wrong man had 
been summoned, the case would be dismissed. Walter : 
Will you allow my expenses, sir ? Mr. Shoosmith: I 
oppose that. Mr. Adnitt: No, the Bench will not allow 
expenses. 

Thomas Dicks (50), 35, Regent-street, was summoned 
for selling adulterated milk on the 28th of May last. Mr. 
W. B. Shoosmith prosecuted for the Town Council. Frank 
White, Inspector under the Foods and Drugs Act, deposed 
that an analysis of a pint of new milk purchased from the 
defendant showed that it contained 18 per cent, of added 
water. Defendant said that he sold the milk just as he 
received it. Fined 20s.. including costs. 

George A. Leonard (30), farmer, Great Houghton, 
was summoned for selling adulterated milk on the 14th of 
May last. Mr. W. B. Shoosmith prosecuted for the Town 
Council. The analysis of the milk showed that the milk 
should have been described as skim instead of new, 25 per 
cent, of the natural fat having been extracted. Fined 10s. 
and costs 8s. 6d. 

James Humphries, a dairyman of Sedgeberrow, was 
summoned under the Food and Drugs Act, for having sold 
to P.C. Groves, a quantity of new milk which was 
adulterated to the extent of at least 32 per cent. Defendant 
did not appear, and the service of the summons was proved 
by P.C. Merrett. A boy named Arthur Harker, stated 
that about two o’clock on the afternoon in question, he, at 
the instruction of P.C. Groves, went to the defendant’s 
shop, and asked defendant’s wife if she sold new milk. 
She replied in the affirmative, and he then asked for a pint 
to be placed in a bottle which he had with him. This was 
done, and he handed the bottle to P.C. Groves, who was 
standing outside the shop at the time. Replying to 
defendant’s wife, witness repeated that he asked particularly 
for new milk. P.C. Groves stated that upon the bottle 
being handed him by the boy, he asked him in the presence 
of defendant’s wife what he had purchased, and he replied 
that it was a pint of new milk. Witness then told 
defendant’s wife that he was a police-officer, and had taken 
the sample for the purpose of analysis by the County 
Analyst, and asked her if she wished it divided. She first 
replied in the negative, and then in the affirmative, and 
witness went into the house for the purpose of dividing it. 
Whilst doing this Mrs. Humphries went out of the kitchen, 
and upon her return she said, “You know you haven’t got 
new milk. I always put scalding water in it. Will you 
have a pint of the other ? ” He replied that that was 
sufficient for him, and then proceeded to divide the milk 
into three portions, one of which he left with Mrs. 
Humphries, another he handed to P.S. Yarnold for trans¬ 
mission to the County Analyst, and the other he now 
produced. P.S. Yarnold spoke to taking one of the 
samples to the County Analyst and to receiving a report 
upon it from Mr. Duncan, who stated that in his 
opinion the sample had been adulterated by the abstraction 
of fat natural to milk to the extent of at least 32 per cent. 
His opinion was based upon the fact that the sample only 
contained 17 per cent, of fat, whereas genuine milk con¬ 


tained at least 2-5 per cent, of fat. Mrs. Humphries, in 
defence, contended that the boy only asked for milk, and 
that it was impossible to obtain new milk at that time of 
day. She had to break the cream to serve him with the 
milk. Replying to the Bench, however, she admitted that 
she charged the lad the price of new milk. The Chair¬ 
man said the Bench would have to impose a fine, though 
so far as he was concerned, he was sorry to have to do it. 
He hoped that in future they would not sell milk as new 
milk if it were not so, for at two o’clock in the daytime it 
could not be new. The Bench would impose a fine of 10s. 
including costs. 


GOLDEN SYRUP. 

At Swindon Police Court, the Bench delivered judg¬ 
ment in the case of Alfred William Maybery, Frank 
Maybery, and Arnold Maybery, trading as Gibbons & Co., 
of Bristol, wbo were summoned under the Merchandise 
Marks Act for applying a false description to 20 dozen tins 
of golden syrup, delivered to Messrs. A. D. Williams & Co. 
of Bridge-street, New Swindon, in the month of April, 
1898. (See Food and Sanitation, page 293). The solicitor 
for the defence when the case last came on for hearing, 
objected to the summons on the ground that the case 
should have been instituted under the Food and Drugs 
Act. The Bench were unanimous in deciding to convict, 
but refrained from doing so then, and adjourned the case 
for a fortnight, so that the point of law might be considered. 
A written judgment was now given, signed by Mr. Hussey- 
Freke and Mr. Reynolds. They found as a fact that 
although sold to the public as the “ Ambrosia ” brand, 
bearing the impress of the defendants’ initials and con¬ 
taining the trade description of Golden Syrup, it consisted, 
as to three-tenths, of syrup derived from sugar and as to 
seven-tenths of glucose syrup. Having given full con¬ 
sideration to the case, the magistrates found that defendants 
applied to the goods' in question a false trade description, 
viz., one that, indirectly at any rate, falsely described both 
the mode of manufacturing the said goods and the material 
of which the goods were composed, and this would, prima 
facie , render them liable under the Act. The Bench also 
found-that defendants had failed to satisfy them that they 
acted without intent to defraud. In concluding, the 
judgment read as follows :—The adulteration in question 
is of a serious character. Many tradesmen in this town 
have been convicted by us in spite of their appeal that 
they have sold the goods as they received them, and were 
innocent of fraud. We have punished them for the pro¬ 
tection of the public. It is quite true that these defen¬ 
dants are not the manufacturers, but are what are known 
in the trade as “ packers,” but they did not satisfy us that 
their action was such as to give them the benefit of the last 
Clause in Sub-section 1 of Clause 2 of the Act. The 
maximum penalty provided by the Act is £20, but we think 
the justice of the case will be met by the infliction of half 
the maximum, viz. £10 fine with costs, to be taxed if the 
solicitors concerned are not able to agree. We are quite 
willing to state a case, if the defendants so desire, for the 
consideration of the High Court, and are prepared to post¬ 
date judgment 14 days to give them full opportunity of 
considering an appeal. 


LIQUORICE PLUS WORMS. 

Mr. E. Mantle, Bishop Auckland, was charged on 
June 22nd, with refusing to sell a quantity of hard 
Spanish to Mr. Thompson, Food and Drugs Inspector. 
Mr. Thompson said he ordered two sticks, but defendant 
would not sell them to him, probably because they were 
full of live worms, as the Bench would see with, the aid of 
a magnifying glass—Mr. Proud defended, and said his 
instructions were that it was owing to the bumptious 
manner of the Inspector that the defendant refused to sell 
him another stick of Spanish.—Defendant was fined Is,- 
and costs. 
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COFFEE WITH 60 PER CENT. OF CHICORY. 

At West Hartlepool, John Innis, grocer, George Street, 
was summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for selling 
adulterated coffee on April 21st. Mr Geipel represented 
defendant. Mr. Higson Simpson (Town Clerk) prosecuted. 
Mary Ann Lamb said she went into Mr. Innis’ shop for a 
quarter of a pound of coffee, for which she paid 3d. Out= 
side she met Mr. Wheat, the Inspector, at whose request 
she had made the purchase, and she subsequently went 
back into the shop with him Thomas Wheat, Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, said defendant’s wife 
admitted selling the coffee to the last witness. He had the 
coffee examined by an analyst, who ascertained that the 
article contained 60 per cent, of chicory, and 40 per cent, 
of coffee. Mr. Geipel, for the defence, said the woman 
must have known that she could not get pure coffee at the 
price she paid. The only charge there was against them 
was that this coffee was wrapped in a paper which did not 
state that it was a mixture, and this was brought about by 
Mrs. Innis hurriedly wrapping up the article in the first 
paper that came to hand, without knowing that by so 
doing she was committing a breach of the Act He (Mr. 
Geipel) submitted that the summons could not apply, as 
Mr. Wheat was not the purchaser, but if the Bench over¬ 
ruled him on that point, he maintained that coffee sold at 
the price this was could not have been mistaken for pure 
coffee. Defendant, on oath, said he had no idea there was 
60 per cent, of chicory in the coffee. He bought it ready 
mixed. By Mr. Higson Simpson : He did not know that 
he was bound as a shopkeeper to inform the public what he 
was selling, and had not at the time papers to show that the 
mixture sold was not pure coffee. Fined 40s. and costs. 


DISEASED VEAL. 

At the Guildhall, London, on June 27th, James Wm. 
Porritt, farmer, of Sandbeach Farm, Bradwell-on-Sea, 
-Essex, was summoned before Mr. Alderman Bell, for send¬ 
ing diseased veal for the London market, intending it for 
sale as human food. The meat was seized by Downes, an 
inspector of slaughter-houses, and some discussion took 
place between the chief clerk and Mr. Vickery, the prosecut¬ 
ing solicitor, as to whether under the Public Health Act, 
any one other than a sanitary inspector had any right to 
seize in order to make a person liable for depositing. The 
difficulty, however, was overcome by the words in the Act 
referring to meat “ liable to be seized.” A butcher named 
Underwood said that he dressed the meat by the defendant’s 
instructions, and sent it to London. By the Court: He 
buried the head and pluck. He would not have sold it in 
his own shop, as he only sold the best meat. The 
defendant, in answer to the charge, said that he was 
unaware that the meat was unfit for food. He trusted 
entirely to Underwood, who told him emphatically that 
the meat was good enough. Mr. Alderman Bell acquitted 
the defendant of any guilty knowledge. The man Under¬ 
wood was more guilty, and he expressed his opinion by 
disallowing his costs. Mr. Porritt would have to pay the 
other costs, as he was technically liable. 


BORACIC ACID IN BUTTER. 

Ellen Rogers, 348, Green Lane, Birmingham, ws 
selling butter containing 91 grains per lb. of boracic acid. 
Mr. Carter (magistrates’ clerk) pointed out that that was 
more than was necessary to preserve the butter. Inspector 
Jones: we have never had any before as bad as that. 
Defendant said she bought it as pure butter, and paid a 
good price for it. She had spoken to the man she had 
purchased it from, and he said he would inform the dealer 
from whom- he had bought the butter. Mr. Carter 
(magistrates’ clerk) : If we go on we shall get at the right 
person. The magistrates considered that the defendant 
was more sinned against than sinning, but imposed a fine 
of 20s. and costs. 
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SPURIOUS DEMERARA SUGAR. 

At Merthyr, an adjourned case was heard, in which 
Messrs. Andrew Buchan and Co. were summoned for 
selling sugar not of the nature, substance, or quality 
demanded by the purchaser. Mr. D. W. Jones defended. 
Police-sergeant Gammon, an inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, repeated the evidence given at the first hearing, 
showing that on the 3rd of May he purchased lib. of 
Demerara sugar at the company’s shop at Brithdir, for 
which he paid 1-^d., and a sample of which he sent to Mr. 
Seyler, the county analyst. Mr. Seyler, who was now in 
personal attendance, said that the sample analysed by him 
proved to be composed entirely of crystals dyed with some 
aniline dye. The Stipendiary: What were they P Witness: 
Sugar crystals.—It was sugar P Oh, yes. Was it Demerara 
sugar P No.—Beet sugar P I can’t say. In cross-examina¬ 
tion by Mr. D. W. Jones, witness said that the dye was 
not injurious to health, but the sugar was not equal in 
quality to Demerara. Mr. D. W. Jones submitted that 
there was no proof of any prejudice to the purchaser, the 
sugar, although not Demerara, being perfectly pure, and 
called Mr. David Jones, the company’s general manager, 
who stated that the sugar sold to the sergeant, was sold at 
less than cost price, and that it would have paid them 
better to have supplied the ordinary brown sugar, usually 
described as Demerara. Mr. William Jones, the manager 
of the Britlidir shop, explained that he received the sugar 
already put up in packets, and said that he sold the packet 
to the officer, believing it to contain Demerara. The 
Stipendiary said there was no doubt an offence had been 
committed, for Demerara sugar was superior to dyed 
crystals, and the Bench imposed a fine of £1 and costs, 
and allowed a fee of one guinea to the analyst. 


ADULTERATED COFFEE. 

At Birmingham on June 28th, Harriet Jackson, Mole 
Street, was fined 5s. and costs for selling coffee containing 
60 per cent, of chicory. The defendant pleaded that she 
was a widow, and erred in ignorance. 


ADULTERATED ALMOND OIL 

At Birmingham on June 28th, Frank Henry Frosser, 
Spring Hill, was fined 20s. and costs for selling almond 
oil containing 75 per cent, of peach-kernel oil; and Arthur 
Tylor, Balsall Heath Road, was fined a similar amount for 
selling almond oil containing 50 per cent, of peach-kernel 
oil. 

SUSPICIONS ABOUT MARGARINE. 

Mr. Edward Hill writes thatfor some years at the county 
asylum near Wells, in the dietary one ounce of margarine 
daily has been given to the patients in lieu of butter. 

As a member of the County Council and the Asylum 
Committee, I considered the death-rate was heavy; and 
from information obtained from the superintendents of the 
asylums in the three neighbouring counties—White, Dorset, 
and Hants—where I find the patients have sound butter, 
I discover the death-rate during the last four years is 30 
per cent, less than at Wells. 

A new asylum was opened near Taunton about two 
years ago, and for the first thirteen and a half months, 
with 305 patients having butter, the deaths were only 11; 
but for economy’s sake margarine was substituted, and the 
deaths in nine months, with 452 patients, have run up to 
twenty-two. So here is a surprising increase. 

I do not wish to imply margarine is hastening the 
deaths of these poor creatures, but I do think it is a subject 
which should be inquired into. I should observe on these 
facts being shown, the Asylum Committee have decided on 
having butter, and perhaps the Minister of Agriculture, 
the chairman of the Food Adulteration Committee—Mr. 
Long—may not be so infatuated with margarine. 
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PRACTICAL LESSONS DERIVED FROM 14,000 
SAMPLES TAKEN FOR ANALYSIS UNDER 
THE “ SALE OF FOOD & DRUGS ACTS.” 

'By J. R. Kaye, M.D, Medical Officer of Health, West 
Riding of Yorkshire. 

The subject of adulteration, is one which, in spite of 
other engrossing questions, is exciting an unusual amount 
of attention in this and other countries, and naturally so. 
The remedy looked for against the evils of adulteration is 
in the interest alike of the producer and consumer, of the 
public health and general good of the community, of 
common honesty, and in the interest of trade. It is oppor¬ 
tune, therefore, to devote half an hour or so to a subject 
which so closely concerns ourselves. 

Historical Review. 

Let us, first of all, look very cursorily at the history 
of the question. 

Adulteration is a very ancient practice being probably 
resorted to in a crude way soon after communities began to 
barter their various commodities. Ancient records seem 
principally to deal with the adulteration of wines and we 
learn that at Athens they appointed a special inspector to 
prevent this Pliny mentions that certain bakers are 
addicted to adulterating their bread with a soft, sweet, 
white earth. Coming to our own country and to more 
recent times, we find heavy penalties were imposed on 
adulteration in the last century, but only with regard to 
special taxed articles where adulteration meant a loss of 
revenue to the state. For instance, in 1724 an Act was 
passed with a fixed penalty of £100 against any traders 
who mixed with Coffee such articles as burnt peas, beans, 
and vegetable matters which did not pay excise. 

The first real progress in the way of protecting the 
public health from adulterated foods, etc., seems to have 
been due to the action of the late Dr. Thomas Wakley, 
Editor of the “ Lancet,” who in 1.850 instituted an inquiry 
into the various articles of diet, and proceeded to “pillory,” 
a la Labouchere, the offending dealers by publishing their 
names on a sort of black list. A few years later, in 1855, 
a Select Committee of Parliament commenced its. labours 
and investigated the effect and extent of adulteration as 
regards both the revenue and the public health, and upon 
the report of that Committee the first general Adulteration 
Act was passed in 1860. This Act provided for the ap¬ 
pointment of analysts, and aimed at preventing noxious 
or injurious adulteration. In 1872 another Act was 
passed extending the restriction to ordinary adulteration 
and empowering inspectors of nuisances to purchase 
samples. 

In 1874 another Select Committee was appointed, and 
as the result of its work tea was thence examined on im¬ 
portation, and the Act of 1875 was passed which holds 
good to-day. 

As many as you know, the Law of Adulteration is 
once more engaging the attention of the Legislature. In 
1894-5-6 a Seleet Committee inquired into the working of 
the Acts, and presented a report containing many valuable 
recommendations. As a result it is probable that this 
Session will see a new Food and Drugs Law enacted. 

Present Law, Etc. 

The present law on the subject, and the Acts which 
Inspectors are called upon to administer are:— 

The Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, and the 

Amending Acts of 1879, 

The Margarine Act, 1887. 

Although these Acts define quite a number of statutory 
offences, it may be stated that the principal ones with 
which we have to deal are the following 


Nature of Offence. 

Example. 

Sec¬ 

tion. 

Penalty. 

1. Adulteration of 
Food so as to be i 
injurious to health. 

Poisonous colour¬ 
ing matter, etc. 

3 

1st offence up to 
£50. Subsequent 
offence is a mis¬ 
demeanour pun¬ 
ishable with six 
months’ hard 
labour. 

2. Adulteration of 
Food or Drugs so 
be prejudicial to 
to the purchaser, 
i.e., not proper 
nature, substance 
and quality. 

Water in milk, 
chicory in coffee, 
and the great ma¬ 
jority of offences 
come under this 
section. 

6 

Fine up to £20. 
No increased 
limit for subse¬ 
quent offences. 

3. Abstraction of a 
part of a food so as 
to injuriously affect 
its quality. 

Rem’val of cream 
from milk, etc. 

9 

Ditto. 

4. Ex|3osing or sell¬ 
ing margarine Avith- 
out a proper label or 


See. G 
of 

1887 

1st offence up to 
£20 

2nd „ £50 

wrapper. 


Act. 

3rd „ £100 


In addition to the above there are other offences, such 
as refusing to sell to the Inspector, giving false warranty, 
etc. ; but we need not go into those here, as they will 
rarely be encountered. 

Appointment of Inspectors. 

Before going further, it may be well to remove some 
misconception which I find exists occasionally as to the 
precise authority for taking samples. Sanitary Inspectors 
are not officers under these Acts simply by virtue of their 
appointment as “ Inspector of Nuisances,” though there is 
no doubt that every Sanitary Inspector ought to be in a 
position to give his attention to this important work. 

Sanitary Inspectors, when appointed or subsequently, 
should see that the resolution of their Sanitary Authority 
includes the execution of these Acts, and they should be 

provided with a certificate of such appointment either- 

signed by the Clerk or under the Seal of the Council. This 
being once procured, an Inspector is at liberty to purchase 
samples when and where he sees fit (within his district), 
and without obtaining further special instruction at any 
time. 

The special Inspectors of the County Council and the 
Police Superintendents have power to purchase samples in 
most of the sanitary districts in the Riding ; but this is no 
hindrance to local action by the Sanitary Inspector. 

Another misconception sometimes exists in confusing 
this work with the powers of Inspectors under sections 
116-119 of the Public Health Act, 1875, relating .to 
unsound meat, etc. There is no connection between the 
two. The Public Health Act deals with unwholesome 
food and has nothing to do with adulteration. The Food 
and Drugs Acts, on the other hand, deal with adulteration, 
and have nothing to do with food unfit for consumption 
by reason of its condition as to soundness, etc. 

Method of Purchasing. 

Great care is necessary in purchasing samples, in 
order that the case may not subsequently break down for 
want of compliance with the proper procedure. 

(1) Ask clearly for the article required, and receive it 
from the vendor. 

(2) Pay the price demanded, and receive the change. 

(3) Then forthwith say: I have purchased this (butter) 
as an Inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts, and hereby notify to you my intention to have 
it analysed by the Public Analyst, and I offer to now 
divide it into three parts, and deliver to you one of 
the parts. Is it your desire that I should so divide 
it P ” 

Take care to say “ Public Analyst.” Do not allow the 
vendor to snatch the article back after purchase i§ 
complete. 
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(4) If the vendor elects to have it divided, proceed to 
divide it into three parts (not necessarily equal, but 
fairly so), and after properly securing and sealing 
each pari, hand one to the vendor and leave the shop 
with the other two. 

(5) Despatch one portion (or the whole if the sample 
was not divided) to the public analyst without delay. 
If the analyst’s place is within Wo miles take it by 
hand personally. If not, send it by Registered Parcel 
Post. (The Act, section 16, says Registered Letter 
Post, but subsequent regulations of the Postmaster 
General have specified Registered Parcel as the 
proper medium of transit. 

(6) The Public Analyst does not require to know the 
whole of the circumstances, such as name of vendor 
and price paid. All that need appear on the package 
is—the seal and name of the Inspector, the name of 
the article asked for and a distinctive number or mark, 
corresponding with the mark in the Inspector’s 
register or note book. 

(7) If the sample was divided, the Inspector must 
retain one of the three portions for production if the 
case should go to court afterwards. This should at 
once be placed under lock and key at the Inspector’s 
office, where no one can tamper with it. 

An Inspector may arrange with a deputy—any in¬ 
telligent man, woman, or child, to enter the shop and ask 
for the article, receive it, and actually pay for it. Then 
the Inspector walks in, takes the article from his deputy, 
makes the formal announcement to the vendor, offers to 
divide, and proceeds as in ordinary cases. 

Another important provision (Section 3 of the Amend¬ 
ing Act of 1879) enables the Inspector to procure samples 
of milk from the bulk in course of delivery, say by a con¬ 
tracting farmer to the town purveyor or customer. The 
section requires the sample to be taken “ at the place of 
-delivery ; ” that means, at the railway station, where the 
purveyor received the cans, or at the place where the farm¬ 
er’s carts deposit the bulk in the hands of the consignee 
or his agent. The provision is, I am afraid, largely a dead 
letter, and Inspectors will do well to study the whole 
ground before.attempting to carry it out. This section 
does not require the Inspector to pay for the sample he 
takes, or to offer to divide it into three parts. 

Inspectors’ Outfit. 

It is clear that in order to carry out these detailed 
‘duties with precision and without undue annoyance to the 
shopkeeper, Inspectors must be supplied with all necessary 
articles before setting out sampling. I have brought with 
me speciments of the following articles, which will be 
handed round the audience : — 

(1) Bottles for receiving and dividing liquid samples, 
such as milk, spirits, etc. These should be perfectly 
dry inside and have sound corks.) 

(2) Tins (with lever lids) for the reception of lard, 
butter, margarine, etc. Paper absorbs the grease and 
water, and is unsatisfactory.) 

(3) Gummed labels for attaching to the samples. A 
good plan is to have a note-book made in such a way 
that a leaf is used for each sample, allowing three 
labels to be torn off and leaving a counterfoil in 
the Inspector’s possession. (See specimen leaves 
handed round.) 

(4) Large, strong envelopes in which to enclose such 
bottles or tins for sealing. (This is better than seal¬ 
ing the bottle or tin itself.) 

(4a) Smaller ditto ; for little packages, e.g., pepper, etc. 

(5) Official distinctive seal, and good sealing wax and 
lights. 

(6) A certificate of appointment, in case vendor demands 
authority. 


Besides the above, the Inspector will require at his 

OFFICE :— 

(1) A large official register into which to enter all the 
details of the sample from his note-book, with columns 
for result of analysis and proceedings to be entered up 
later. 

(2) A copy of the Acts (costing a few pence). 

Legal Proceedings. 

When the certificate comes to hand it should be 
studied at once, and if it shows that any offence has been 
committed, proceedings should be taken without delay. 
The clerk to the Sanitary Authority would instruct as 
to the manner of laying the information, or if you 
produce the certificate to the magistrate’s clerk he 
would probably see that the summons is made out in 
correct form. 

It is not necessary for an officer to get the permission 
of his Authority before taking legal proceedings. The 
Inspector becomes the plaintiff or informant under the 
Act, not the Sanitary Act, and the Act gives him power to 
prosecute. To wait until the meeting of the District 
Council before taking action would often invalidate 
proceedings, as, in the case of perishable articles, e.g., milk, 
butter, etc., information must be laid within 28 days of 
the purchase. Delay also allows the vendor to approach 
the Sanitary Authority in mitigation of his offence, and 
they are inclined to listen to excuses which should be made 
to the proper persons, namely, the Justices. 

Good Effects of Sampling. 

Before proceeding to consider what particular class of 
articles should be submitted for analysis, we may accept it 
as proved that a close connection exists between the 
extent of adulteration and the number of articles submitted 
for analysis ; and the surest way to reduce the prevalence 
of fraudulent practices of adulteration is to take greater 
numbers of sample for analysis. 


The following table illustrates this statement :— 


Year. 

County. 

No. of persom 
relatively to 
each sample 
taken. 

Percentage of 
Adulterated 
Samples in 
those taken. 

1890 

Somersetshire. 

379 

3.6 


Gloucestershire. 

770 

6.2 


Bedfordshire . 

821 

7.1 


Dei byshire . 

3164 

17.1 

” 

Oxfordshire. 

14963 

41.7 


The same fact is borne out by the following figures for 
1897 :— 



No. of 
persons 
per 

sample. 

Percentage of 
Adulterated 
Samples in 
those taken. 

England and Wales . 

617 

9.3 

West Riding County Council Area 

501 

3.4 

Boroughs in West Riding having 
their own Analyst . 

1084 

9.4 

(To be continued 

next weelc.) 



THE TOMATO AS A TONIC. 

According to the North American Practitioner (February, 
1899), Dr. True, of Philadelphia, has made quite extensive 
experiments with the juice of the red tomato, for the 
purpose of discovering its virtues as a medicine. Dr. 
True’s investigations have led him to adopt the juice of the 
tomato ill cases in which the blood needs toning up. The 
United States Government and the German Government 
have also made experiments, and many facts of interest 
have been discoverd. During the recent war with Spain 
the juice of the tomato was utilized extensively as a health 
preservative among certain bodies of troops, with results 
which were eminently satisfactory. 
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GOLDFINCH *-> HOLLANDS GIN, 

Distilled by HERMAN JANSEN, SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND, 

The Largest Geneva Distiller in the world. From own Maltings of Finest Selected Grain. 

The Purest and Most Wholesome of all Spirits. 

Specially recommended to the Medical Profession, 


Sole Agent:—MAURICE MEYER, 7, Savage Gardens, London, E 

IRYEN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., I T TUPOpAAT 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings & Cumberland Street, I Ul I Lilli \J V 111 

WARRANTED PURE. 

“ u-VER ” brand of lard. 

THOMAS WOOD’S _ 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 

2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 

Jam Factory SWANLEY, KENT. 

London Cnn^.i.n.ry WnH» JV1ARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 

ROBERT BURNETT & CO., 

VADSHALL, LONDON. 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 



H. C. JANSEN’S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST, 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 
In rnational Bakery Exhibition, Amsterdam, 1886 


It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 
GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF HONO UR [ Highest Award ever given 
DIPLOMA of HONOUR] for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition, 

Ghent, Belgium, 1898. 
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PINK’S PURE SWEETS. 

ROYAL MIXTURE! - 

A New Line, consisting of Choice Fondants, Jube, &e. 

7 lb. Boxes, per Cwt. 20/-. 


SUGARED BARCELONA NUTS 


A great favourite. 7 lb. Boxes, per Cwt. 27/6. 
5 cwt. lots, 3d. per cwt. less. 


WRITE FOR SAMPLE. 

E. St T. PIE. s “L%"“o.' LONDON. C.E. 

Hi mi 9 9 B 991 SB A 2V 1 9 1 MUillt 1 P1B1 f 9 9HI 

DOWDEN’S GREEN LABEL 

BRITISH tnifiES 

Need no licence to sell, and are acknowledged the country over as being the STANDARD OF EXCELLENCE. 

They command the Highest Price—Pay a Protected Profit of 20 per cent.— and will give every 

Satisfaction to yourself and your Customer. 

9s. Per Doz.==Carriage Paid==Qross Lots at 8s. 6d. Per Doz. 

SAMPLES CAN BE SEEN AT THE MANCHESTER OFFICE. 


DOWDEN, Ltd. 


42, Dock Street, LONDON. 

9 318, Com Exchange Buildings, MANCHESTER. 


THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says :— 

“ The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing: 
epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
similar diseases.” 

M. de Freycinet (Report of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Officiel, February 14th. 1892), 
says :—“ Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
this date over 200,000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 
with Pasteur Filters. 

Made in a variety of Patterns for 

J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 14 


Sir Henry Roscoe. M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. ( Westminster Gazette , 
September 8th, 1893), says :—“ Ordinary filters are no good at all. 
The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon, and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material. Dr. H. H. Johnston, D.Sc., M.D., C.M., 
states “ The Pasteur-Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes . 

7, HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 


West-End Show Rooms 203, VICTORIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


Printed and Published by M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria-lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications must be addressed. 
On sale by E. W. Allen, 4, Ave-Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, E.O 
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BELLADONNA BLASTERS. 



& JOHNSON, 


HAVE FOR YEARS MAINTAINED '5 PER CENT. OF BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS AS THE STANDARD STRENGTH TOR THEIR 

BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 


It has become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna Plasters ” which contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 


Report of THE LANCET December 3rd, 1898. 

“Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not. only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis, 
but—of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly over half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” _ 

Sole Depot for Great Britain aijd Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, 31 & -32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, E C. 




Invalid Bovril, 

like ordinary Bovril, contains the actual substance of the primest lean ox beef in the finest possible state of division, but in a 
more concentrated form. It is specially prepared for use in the sick room, and contains no seasoning. It is a perfect beef 
tea, plus the ALBUMIN and FIBRINE of Beef, in the form best suited to the enfeebled powers of digestion and assimilation 

Virol 

is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growth and nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Red Bone Marrow, and Fresh Eggs. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of Cod Liver Oil. 

Other Preparations. 

Bovril Wine. Beef Jelly. Bovril Stamnoids (A “ Food by the 

Bovril Lozenges. Liebig’s Extract of Beef. Way”). 

Bovril Meat Juice (Raw Meat Malto-Carnis (“ Caffyn’s ”). Bovril Chocolate. 

Juice). Liquor Carnis (“Caffyn’s”) (Raw Bovril Cocoa. 

Bovril Biscuits. Meat Juice). Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 

ROVRII niFT f HAPT^S Medical gentlemen will learn with interest that these useful pocket publications (No. i for ordinary use, No. 2 

Dv/ V IvIL UlEt 1 VlI/\I\I O. f or use in p e ver cases) which have hitherto proved of considerable iservice to the pro essiou can still he had on 

application to Bovril Limited. 30, Farringdon Street, F.C- 

BOVRIL, LIMITED, Food Specialists and Hospital Purveyors, LONDON. 
Contractors to Her Majesty’s and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON. Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNGANNON, C.B 

Consulting Chemist: SIR EDWARD FRANKLAND, K.C.B., D.C.L., F.I.C., Corr. Memb. French Institute. 

Analyst: WILLIAM HARKNESS, F.I.C., F.C.S., F.R.M.S., 40 Years Food Analyst to H.M. Government. 
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EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 


HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. j6d., Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One 6d. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. 6d., Is., and 
5s. Tins. 


GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delic ous Custards without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. and Is. each. 


GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S GINGER-BEER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer. Packets, 3d. and 6d. 

GOODALL’S BRUNSWICK BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves, Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles. 6d. and Is. 

GOODALL’S LAVENDER WATER. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

GOODALL’S PLATE POWDER. 

For Polishing and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s. 

GOODALL’S JELLY"SQUARES. 

Makes a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In \ pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., 6d., and Is. each. 


Proprietors—GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & Co., LEEDS. 

PATENT MEDICINES & GROCERS' SUNDRIES. 

Monthly Price List of Patent Medicines, Grocers’ Sundries, &c., will be sent post free on application. 

GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & CO., LEEDS . 

IMPORTANT TO GROCERS AND BAKERS. 


If you wish to avoid loss of money, repute and trade, caused by PROSECUTIONS for 
ADULTERATION, SELL ONLY YEAST manufactured by the following firms: 


C. A. Beukers. 

J. Houtman. 

P. J. Meijer. 

Vrijland Van Den 

W. A. Beukers. 

Jansen & Co. 

Ths. Cs. Melchers. 

Hoogen & Co. 

P. Boezemeijer & Co 

H. C. Jansen. 

Niedfeld & Co. 

Walrayen Beukers 

A. Daalmeijer. 

Jansen & Tak. 

P. SCHILTMAN. 

& Co. 

J. H. Van Gent. 

Van Kan & Co. 

J. J. Tonino. 

B. A. J. WlTTKAMPF. 

Hamer & Co 

M. Kranen. 

J. Van Der Valk & Co. 

J. WlTKAMP & Co. 

Hoek & Co. 

P J. Lagerweij. 

Jan Vrijland. 

P. J. WOUTERLOOD. 


The above Firms are Members of the 

YEAST UNION, SCHIEDAM, 

And guarantee their Yeast absolutely pure and free from any adulteration whatever. 


Every Package bears their Trade Mark. 

Every sitipment to England is analysed, and any Itlemhei ot me Yeast Onion (Schiedam), guilty ot 
adulterating Yeast would te fined heavy penalties. 


NOTE!: Yeast Union (Schiedam) Yeast is guaranteed free from 
Adulteration. Resist all inducements to deal in any other Yeast. 
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C O LEMAN'S 

“ WINCARNIS ” 

OR 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 

IS TIFF. FINEST TONIC IN’ TIIE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 

Seven Gold medals and One Silver medal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles, 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 


Sole Manufacturers: 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

Food and Sanitation iwill be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve ,, 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry. 4. Ave Maria- 
lane, London. E.C.. to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Yol. I., .11., III. „Y,, and Yf., may be 
obtained from E. W. Ai.i.eNv 4. Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster-row. 
London. E.C. Price 5/- each. 

Binding Cases for Food and Sanitation, in cloth, gold 

lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. Allen. 4, Ave Maria- 
lane. London. E.C. Price Is. 6d. each. 


CONTENTS. 
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„ 334—The New Food and Drugs Bill—An Insidious Move 
of the Board of Agriculture to Harass Traders under 
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Food and Sanitation. 

SATURDAY, JULY 8, 1899. 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 

CHANGE OF ADDRESS._^ 

All communications for the Editor of “ Food and Sanitation 
must be addressed to 

4 , AVE MARIA-LANE, 

LONDON, E.C. 


WHAT TO DO WITH PUBLICANS WHO RUN 
THE DILUTION NOTICE SWINDLE. 

The new Adulteration Act, does not propose to do 
anything to stop the widespread and impudent swindle 
publicans practice of selling spirits diluted with water in 
excess of the quantity allowed by the Act, and shielding 
themselves from punishment of their roguery by exhibiting 


a notice stating that “ all spirits sold in this bar are 
diluted.” Of course no really honest publican would 
resort to so wretched a plan of swindling the public, and 
the exhibtion of such a notice to cover fraud is in itself 
prim a facie evidence that the publican is not a fit and 
proper person to be entrusted with a license. 

Last year, some of our readers recognising this, and 
how grossly unfair was the swindle upon the public and 
honest traders, determined that they would oppose 
renewals of licences to all persons who shielded themselves 
from prosecution for fraud by exhibiting the dilution 
notices. The result was in every way admirable. 

At Steyning Brewster Sessions, in August last, 
Superintendent Hooker, of the West Sussex Constabulary, 
reported that three publicans had been summoned for 
selling adulterated spirits, and all were convicted and 
fined. No notices as to the dilution of spirits were exhibited in 
any of the houses now. 

At Oxford licensing sessions, the Mayor, Alderman 
Gray, said in the opinion of the magistrates a display of 
the notice was an infringement of the Pood and Drugs 
Act (unfortunately L. C. J. Cockburn’s decision favoured 
it), and they hoped no one holding a license in the 
city would in future exhibit such a notice. 

In other places renewals of licenses were granted on 
the condition that the swindling notices were no longer to 
be exhibited. 

It is thus that our readers can suppress this 
this fraud. Every local authority should cause notices of 
objection to the renewal of the license to be served on 
every publican exhibiting the dilution notice, unless an 
undertaking be given to discontinue the practice. We 
trust this course will be adopted throughout the whole of 
the United Kingdom. 

MILK OF SULPHUR ADULTERATION. 

At Bridlington, a shop assistant to Messrs. Hardwick 
and Sons, Promenade and Quay-road, was summoned for 
an offence under the Food and Drugs Act. Mr. F. J. 
Brigham appeared, for the defence. Supt. Cooper proved 
that he went into the shop kept by defendant’s employers, 
Quay-road, and asked the defendant if they kept milk of 
sulphur, and he said they did. Witness asked for a quarter 
of a pound, for which he paid 2d., and divided it into three 
parts, one of which he gave to the defendant, one he sent 
to the county analyst (Mr. Baynes, of Hull) and the other 
he kept and produced. P.C. Robson was present at the 
time, and gave corroborative evidence as to the purchase. 
The analysis showed that there was 54-72 of sulphate of. 
lime in the article purchased. Defendant said that they 
kept just a little milk of sulphur for convenience. He 
admitted that he weighed four ounces, but swore that the 
superintendent asked for it to be divided into two parts. 
Mr. Brigham, for the defence, described the action of the 
police as a legal trap set for a young man, and denied that 
the superintendent was prejudiced by the purchase. The 
trap was not baited according to law, as the paper in which 
the article was wrapped showed that it was purchased of 
John Hardwick, and therefore the defendant was not liable. 
The Bench said it was a serious adulteration. The test 
was of the simplest description, because if the sulphur was 
pure it would burn and there would be nothing left; if 
adulterated it was most injurious to the consumer. They 
would fine the defendant £5 and costs. Mr. Brigham 
pleaded for mitigation, but the Bench would not alter their 
decision. 
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GOLDEN SYRUP ADULTERATION. 

At Glasgow on June 27tli, Sheriff Boyd had before 
him three cases under the Food and Drugs Act relative to 
the constitution of “golden syrup.” The prosecutions were 
important, as being the first of the kind in Glasgow. 

The first case was that of David Miller, grocer, 460, 
Gairbraid-street, who was charged with having, on the 
10th May, sold a 21b. tin of “golden syrup” which was 
not of the quality demanded in so far as it contained 79 
per cent, of starch glucose syrup. An agent for accused 
explained that glucose was a syrup made from maize or 
wheat, the object of its use being to liquify and clarify. If 
glucose were not used, some chemicals would have to be 
employed, and these might be detrimental, while the result 
of an enquiry in America showed that glucose was perfectly 
harmless. The respondent had purchased the syrup in the 
ordinary way, as he had been doing for years, and it never 
occurred to him that anything like a guarantee was 
necessary. The manufacturers of this particular syrup 
immediately after the first prosecution took steps to have 
their position assured, and sent out to the wholesale houses 
a circular explaining that the syrup contained other 
elements than the products of pure cane sugar. Mr. 
Neilson, who prosecuted, explained that originally golden 
syrup was a treacle, and a bye product of pure cane sugar. 
In consequence of the introduction of beetroot new pro¬ 
cesses had come into vogue, and there had been found a 
glucose which was not made from pure cane but from 
starch, this latter costing about half the price of the pro¬ 
duct of cane. The position of the prosecution was that 
glucose was unnecessary, and a foreign ingredient. His 
Lordship imposed a fine of £1 with expenses, adding a 
warning that succeeding penalties would be much higher. 

The same penalty was imposed in the case of Thomas 
Charles, grocer, 86.1, New City-road, who admitted having 
sold a tin of “ golden syrup ” which contained 78 per cent, 
of starch glucose syrup. 

Mr. John Dunlop, trading as Robert Peden & Company, 
168, Sauchichall-street, pleaded not guilty to a charge of 
selling a tin of “golden syrup ” which contained 20 per 
cent, of starch glucose. Mr. Letham, for the defence, 
stated that the manufacturers—the “ Globe ” Company, of 
Greenock—wished to defend the case on its merits, the 
defence being to the effect that the ingredients other than 
pure cane were required for the preparation or production 
of the article. Mr. R. R. Tatleck, one of the witnesses for 
the prosecution, stated that glucose was not necessary in 
the production of golden syrup, and that there were golden 
syrups manufactured where glucose was not used. For the 
defence, Dr. Henderson, professor of chemistry in the 
Technical College, expressed the opinion that syrup made 
from pure cane sugar would crystallise, but that the 
addition of glucose in sufficient quantities would prevent 
this. Mr. Letham, in summing up, emphasised the fact 
that in England manufacturers of syrup were allowed to 
sell it containing 20 per cent, of glucose, and he urged 
that it would tell very much against the Globe Sugar 
Company if, after doing all they could to foster this branch 
of the sugar industry—an industry that of recent years 
had been very much depressed—they should not be placed 
on the same footing as the English manufacturers. His 
Lordship said it had been clearly set forth that the com- 
plainer asked for golden syrup, and had got an article 
which was adulterated to the extent of 20 per cent. He 
considered that it had not been proved that such adultera¬ 
tion was necessary, the bulk of the evidence indeed going 
to shew what a proper preparation of inert sugar was the 
best way to prevent crystalisation. As to the injury the 
decision might do the trade, that was a matter which his 
Lordship could not take any cognisance of, and he thought 
the honest course for the trade to pursue was to place 
upon the label not “ Pure Cane Sugar Golden Syrup ” but 
what it really was, “ cane sugar, golden syrup, and glucose.” 
The penalty would be £1 with expenses. Mr. Letham 
pointed out that the Globe Company had issued a circular 
to their customers stating that a percentage of glucose was 


used and requesting that they should apply to the company 
for labels to place upon the tins. His Lordship said he 
did not reflect upon anybody, but merely said that the 
proper and honest course to pursue, and one that would 
keep the sellers right, would be to place upon the tins such 
a label as he had suggested. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

At Arundel, on June 27th, George Pelham, landlord 
of the Ship and Anchor Inn, Littlehampton, was sum¬ 
moned for selling brandy which was adulterated with 12.8 
parts of added water. Defendant was represented by 
Mr. E. B. Wannop, who put in a plea of not guilty, in¬ 
timating that he should probably, with the consent of the 
Bench, alter it to one of guilty later. Alfred Dean, son 
of P.C, Dean, of Wick, stated that on May 19th he pur¬ 
chased half-a-pint of brandy from George Pelham, of the 
Ship and Anchor Inn, Littlehampton. He paid 2s. for it, 
and delivered it to Sergeant Webling. Sergeant Web- 
ling stated that on May 19th, shortly before eleven, he 
received half-a-pint of brandy from the last witness at the 
door of the Ship and Anchor Inn, River Road, Little¬ 
hampton. He saw the defendant inside the house and 
told him that he had caused the brandy to be bought at 
the direction of the Chief Constable for the purpose of 
being analysed. Defendant said “ You will find that all 
right. There it is, just as I get it. If you had asked for 
a pint you could not have had it, because I sell very little 
of it.” At defendant’s request, and in his presence, witness 
divided the brandy into three bottles, corked and sealed 
them. He handed one to defendant and sent another to 
the public analyst for Sussex. The certificate showed 
that there were 12.8 parts added water. Mr. Pelham 
afterwards told witness that he was not surprised at the 
result of the analysis. A party had come in just before 
closing time one day and asked for three penny-worth of 
brandy. At the customer’s request he diluted it with 
water. The person then said, “ I, forgot, I wanted 
whisky.” He put the brandy aside, and afterwards, un¬ 
thinkingly, emptied it back into the bottle. Questioned by 
Mr. Wannop, Sergeant Webling said he should think there 
was about a gill of brandy left in the bottle from which 
defendant took the half pint. Mr. Wannop now withdrew 
the plea of not guilty, and admitted the offence. He 
pointed out that although he knew the explanation given 
the Sergeant by the defendant, was no palliation, yet it 
was, to a certain extent satisfactory, inasmuch as it showed 
that the brandy got adulterated by a pure mistake. His 
client only kept the liquor for medicinal purposes. Asked 
by Mr. Wannop to tell the Bench the character of Pelham, 
Superintendent Kennett said he took the Ship and 
Anchor Inn with an excellent character, and he had 
certainly conducted the house better than it had pre¬ 
viously been conducted. Defendant sold but very little 
brandy. The Bench accepted the explanation that the 
offence was committed by mistake, and said they would 
only impose a fine of 8s. 6d., and the costs, 11s. 6d. 

At Clerkenwell, on June 28th, Edward Carmack, of 
the Montrose public houee, St. James’s Road, Holloway, 
was summoned, at the instance of the Islington Vestry, 
for selling, on the 25th April, whiskey 31.3 degrees under 
proof. Mr. Bramall prosecuted, and Mr. A. J. Ford 
defended. Inspector Preston, of the Islington Vestry, 
proved the purchase of a quartern of Scotch whiskey, for 
which he paid 7d., and which he duly conveyed to the 
public analyst. Dr. Teed, the analyst, proved receiving 
the whiskey from the^last witness. On analysts, it was 
31.3 degrees under proof. Cross-examined : It was 6.3 
degrees below the 25 under proof allowed by law. There 
was always an amount of evaporation going on in spirits 
immediately they were exposed, but not sufficiently to 
account for this result. He had heard of “ obscuration ” 
in spirits. Mr. Horace Smith remarked that he had only 
heard of obscuration as applied to an eclipse of the sun. 
(Laughter,) Mr, Ford: This is an eclipse of the whiskey, 
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We shall get more enlightened as we get on. Dr. Teed 
(cross-examination continued) did not think that the 
addition of a little sweetening matter, to suit the public 
taste, would cause obscuration. For the defence, Mr. 
Stokes, F.C.S., public analyst of St. Luke’s and other 
districts, was called, and said he preferred the process of 
distillation in analysing spirits. Mr. Bramall said Mr. 
Stokes, he understood, had arrived at the same result, and 
he thought the case might be shortened. Mr. Ford said 
they found the dilution 6 per cent., but the defendant 
had put nothing more in his whiskey than a little sugar. 
Mr. Bramall said there was a previous offence in this case. 
Mr. Ford said that was the act of his servant. Mr. Horace 
Smith imposed a fined of £3, with 2s. 6d. costs. 


MARGARINE AT BUTTER PRICE. 

At Belfast, on June 23rd, the adjourned cases against 
Patrick Quinn, 68, Vicarage Street, and James Quinn, 
attendant, brought up at the instance of inspector M’Master 
for selling margarine as butter, the same not being labelled, 
were heard. At the same time summonses were also heard 
which were brought by Patrick Quinn, 68, Vicarage Street, 
against Daniel Orr, 54, Mill Street, for selling to the com¬ 
plainant margarine as butter on the 3rd May, and on a 
second c mnt for selling the substance without its being 
duly labelled. Mr. Lewis prosecuted, Mr. Harper repre¬ 
sented Patrick Quinn, and Mr. Tugan appeared for Daniel 
Orr. Mr. Harper said his client had been summoned under 
the Margarine Act and under the Food and Drugs Act by 
the Corporation, and the case was being tried before Mr 
Hodder on that day fortnight. His defence was that they 
purchased the goods from a person named Orr, and that 
they purchased them with a warranty as set forth in the 
Act of Parliament. Mr. Holder adjourned the case under 
conditions that he would summons the other party, Mr. 
Orr, which he had done, and it was in that way that the 
case came before them. The Act of Parliament left it open 
to a party who had been summoned to show that he had 
bought the goods and sold them as he bought them ; that 
he bought them with a warranty, and it had been decided 
that the invoice was a warranty. He had followed out the 
Act of Parliament as accurately as he possibly could. Mr. 
Tugan contended that, according to section 10 of the Food 
and Drugs Act, 1879, with regard to the limitation of time 
for the summonses to be brought under the provisions of 
that Act, his client, Quinn, stood in the same position as 
Inspector M’Master. Mr. Harper said he agreed with his 
friend in his proposition that if his client were in the posi¬ 
tion as the inspector this prosecution would require to be 
brought within twenty-eight days, but he disagreed with 
him entirely in his second position—namely, that his (Mr. 
Harper’s client stood in the same position as the inspector. 
After legal argument and hearing of evidence, the magis¬ 
trates convicted Orr on both summonses. As the defendant 
had been previously convicted on an occasion, when he wa.s 
fined £3, they imposed the heavier penalty of £10 and 
20s. costs on the summons for selling without a label, the 
other count being ruled in. The summonses against 
defendants Quinn were dismissed. 


RIDICULOUS FINES AT SHEFFIELD. 

Amos Payling, cowkeeper, of Greenland Farm, 
Sheffield, was charged with selling adulterated milk, on 
June 28th. Inspector Duro took a pennyworth of milk 
from defendant’s boy, which was analysed and found to 
contain 9 \ parts per cent, of added water. Defendant said he 
had been a cowkeeper for 20 years, and this was the first 
complaint he had had, though samples of his milk had 
several times been taken by the inspectors. He could not 
account for the addition of water. Mr. Belk said it 
was not a bad case, and the fine would be 10s., including 
costs. 

George Taylor, milk dealer, of 350, Attercliff Com¬ 
mon, was also charged with selling adulterated milk. The 


sample taken was found to contain eight parts per cent, of 
added water. Mr. Collingwood pointed out that the 
analyst took as his standard the very poorest quality of 
poor milk, and that therefore 8 per cent, of added water 
was a more serious matter than their Worships appeared 
to think. Mr. Belk said it would be a good thing if the 
public analyst were occasionally brought into court to state 
that fact. Mr. Collingwood said the suggestion should be 
acted upon in the very next case. He would also point 
out that if milk was adulterated to the extent of 8 parts of 
added water, the seller would make 12-^- percent, profit in 
excess of what he would get on the sale of pure milk. 
Defendant was fined 10s., including costs. Such penalties 
are absurd and direct incentives to fraud. 


THE INSPECTION OF MEAT IN LIVERPOOL. 

At the last monthly meeting of the Liverpool City 
Council, Mr. ft. E. W. Stephenson called attention to the 
proposed appointment of a meat inspector. He objected 
to the oppointment on the ground that the person in ques¬ 
tion was not qualified to fulfil the duties of the position, 
which required a person of vast practical experience in 
regard to the inspection of meat. He proposed that the 
matter be referred back to the committee for further con¬ 
sideration. Mr. W. Roberts seconded the amendment. 
Alderman Menlove, replying to a discussion, said that the 
duties of the office in question would principally be the 
inspection of shippons and cattle, and not the inspection 
of meat. A vote was taken, and the amendment was lost 
by 38 to 26 votes, the general proceedings of the committee 
then being confirmed. 


PRACTICAL LESSONS DERIVED FROM 14,000 
SAMPLES TAKEN FOR ANALYSIS UNDER 
THE “ SALE OF FOOD & DRUGS ACTS.” 

By J. R. Kaye, M.D., Medical Officer of Health, West 
Riding of Yorkshire. 

( Continued from p. 322). 

What to Buy.. 

Let us now consider the important question of what 
kind of samples to submit for analysis, because much time 
and labour maybe wasted by injudicious sampling. Atone 
time sophistication or defilement of food products was so 
rampant in some places that one could seldom miss an 
adulterated article. It is recorded that a French analyst 
some time ago amused himself by constructing a menu of 
the dinner of one who, greatly daring, Avould dine at a 
cheap restaurant in Paris. The exact items do not 
matter, but the general idea was that the diner, after 
swallowing soup made from a meat extract preserved by 
the addition of boric acid, was regaled with fish, preserved 
from putrefaction by the same means ; that his vegetables 
had been preserved in a bottle, and given, by the addition 
of copper, a bright green colour, which produced a 
delusive appearance of freshness ; that his sweets were 
from fruit preserved in a solution of salicylic acid ; that 
he ate with his cheese (which itself was loaded with 
mutton fat, or cotton seed oil) margarine spread on bread 
whitened with alum and made from flour to which plaster 
of Paris had been added to give weight in the scales. 
These delectable viands were washed down with a 
plastered wine coloured with fuchsin, and the liqueur with 
which he hoped to correct the evil effects of the rest was 
made of crude spirit sweetened with beetroot sugar and 
flavoured with a coal-tar jiroduct, while the accompanying 
cup of coffee was composed probably of some part of 
chicory, turnips, parsnips, carrots, dandelion, acorns, horse 
chestnuts, hazel nuts, figs, prunes, couch grass, almonds, 
walnuts, pea nuts, dates, apples, pears, as all these sub¬ 
stances (generally in a damaged condition) are mixed 
together, ground and roasted, and mixed with a little real 
coffee to form ground coffee. (This narrative, let me add, 
is not American, but from France.) 
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It will be a useful rule to apply, that those articles 
which are most adulterated and in most frequent use, 
should receive most attention from Inspectors. In the 
area under the control of the West Riding County Council, 
I find that during the ten years (1889-98) there were 
analysed no less than 14,146 samples, consisting of the 
following hinds, of which 1,128 were returned as 
adulterated. 

Samples taken within the jurisdiction of the West Riding 
County Council, during 10 years (1889-1898). 


Milk ... 


... 3588 

Bread ... 


... 102 

Flour ... 


... 184 

Butter ... 


... 2179 

Coffee ... 


... 638 

Sugar ... 


... 116 

Mustard 


... 77 

Confectionery and jam 


... 84 

Pepper ... 


... 348 

Tea 


... 71 

Lard 


... 1141 

Wine 


4 

Beer 


2 

Spirits ... 


... 2402 

Drugs ... 


... 1365 

Other articles 


... 1845 

Total 


...14146 


The following table shows the average per centage of 
adulterated samples among the various articles purchased 
during five years :— 


Number of Samples found Adulterated, per cent. 
(Average of five years, 1893-97). 



England 

and 

Wales. 

Boroughs 
in the 

West Riding. 

West Riding 
County 
Council. 

Milk . 

11.7 

6.8 

4.0 

Butter . 

10.1 

13.2 

3.6 

Coffee . 

10.1 

16.0 

10.4 

Lard . 

3.4 

4.7 

0.9 

Spirits . 

16.8 

23.7 

20.1 

Drugs 

11.0 

12.8 

12.1 

All articles 

10.0 

8.7 

7,7 


Milk. 

Milk is at once the article of food which is most 
frequently adulterated or “ baptised,” and which it is most 
desirable should be kept pure and good. Unfortunately, 
the application of the Acts to milk is beset with difficulties 
owing to the absence of any legal standard, and the 
difficulty of distinguishing (or rather getting the Court to 
distinguish) between water that is natural to the milk and 
water which has been fraudently added. For want of a 
legalised standard of milk, analysts are aften compelled to 
class samples as “doubtful” or “inferior” which they 
are morally certain have suffered some dilution with water. 
Bearing this in mind, the following figures help us to 
realise what an enormous quantity of milk is sold which 
only just passes muster, and ought really to be condemned 
in many instances. 


Average Results of five years, 1893-97 (W.R.C.C.). 



Percentage 

reported 

.Genuine. 

Percentage 

reported 

Adulterated. 

Percentage 
classed as 
“inferior” or 
“ doubtful.” 

Milk Supplies ... 
All other kinds ... 

80.5 

4.3 

15.2 

87.1 

8.3 

4.6 


Nevertheless, much good can be accomplished by 
keeping the milk supply under supervision, and if you will 
follow me into a few figures, you will see that there is 


great inducement to purchases samples of milk frequently 
for analysts :— 

West Riding County Council—Jurisdiction for Food and 
Drugs. 

(Population, 1,220,583.) 


Year. 

No. of Milk 
Samples analysed 
by West Riding 
County Council. 

Percentage found 
adulterated. 

1893 

232 

6.5 

1894 

392 

6.1 

1895 

351 

4.0 

1896 

589 

3.2 

1897 

685 

2.5 


It will be observed from the above that in 1893 no less 
than 6‘5 per cent, of the milk was adulterated, the figures 
in the last column gradually diminish until in 1897, by dint 
of our Inspectors having each year taken more and more 
samples for analysis, we had reduced the proportion of 
adulterated samples to 2'5 per cent, of the total milk 
purchased. 

Now, if we may legitimately assume (and I think we 
may) that these proportions represent approximately the 
extent to which adulteration of milk is practised in the 
West Riding—and if we may claim as shown in the above 
table that the milk sold is purer than five years ago, we 
may congratulate ourselves on having done good work for 
the community—especially for the poorer classes and the 
little children to whom good milk is a very important item. 

And if we turn from the moral to the financial aspect 
of these figures it becomes abundantly clear that money 
spent in the administration of these Acts produces an 
immediate and increasing profit to the ratepayers, while, 
on the other hand, these figures illustrate emphatically 
that adulteration is an iniquitous system, demanding 
from the public not its money or its life, but, I venture to 
say, its money and its life. 

A simple calculation shows that the inhabitants of the 
area to which the above figures relate must spend not less 
than £2,500 a day on milk, equal to the enormous sum of 
£912,500 per annum. But in the year 1893 we have seen 
6-5 per cent, of this sum was laid out in milk which was 
adulterated, and if we take the average rate of adulteration 
at 10 per cent, of added water, it follows that during the 
year the people paid no less than £5,930 for water which 
was sold as milk. Coming to the year 1897 we find the 
proportion adulterated had fallen to 2’5 per cent., and if 
we apply the same calculation, we find that in this year 
the amount paid for water was only £2,281—still an 
astonishing sum. 

Unfortunately, we still have to pay for water sold as 
milk, but we may claim (as shown by these figures) to have 
effected a saving of £3,649 per annum—money which, five 
years ago, was worse than wasted. 

Now let us see at what cost this has been accomplished. 
In 1897 the number of milks analysed was 685, and the 
total cost per sample, including salaries, fees, and all 
expenses, could not be more than 10s. 6d. each, or say 
£350 for the lot. So that every sample of milk purchased 
for analysis has clearly saved the public ten times the cost 
incurred in connection with its analysis. 

Whenever you are in doubt as to what kind of sample 
to purchase, settle on milk. It is always well to ask for 
“ new milk.” 

It may be said that milk is largely affected by season, 
so that in every dry parts of the year the yield is small 
and not so rich. But while a little leniency may be 
allowed in the interpretation of results at this season, it is 
not desirable to cease purchasing samples ; for the tempta¬ 
tion to water the milk is always greater just when the milk 
is least able to stand dilution. 

Butter. 


Average Adulteration, 5 years (1893-97) :— 


England and Wales 

. 10*1 

West Riding C.C. ... 

. 3-6 

Boroughs 

. 13-2 
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There is no doubt that an immense amount of mar¬ 
garine is sold as butter, or mixed with it. The practice 
which appears to have increased recently in the Boroughs 
often amounts almost to downright robbery, and Inspectors 
should vigorously enforce the Margarine Act besides pur¬ 
chasing plenty of butter samples. 

It is well, also, to ask for margarine with the object 
of seeing whether it is served in a printed wrapper, accord¬ 
ing to law. If it is so served there is no need to spend 
money on its analysis, but if the wrapper is omitted, the 
Inspector should proceed in the ordinary way, offering to 
divide, etc., and sending portion for analysis, as it will be 
necessary to prove the article actually was margarine as 
asked for. 

Coffee. 

Average adulteration, 5 years (1893-97) :— 

England and Wales ... ... ... 10T 

West Riding C.C. 10-4 

Boroughs ... ... ... ... ... 16-0 

This, again, is an article where the chief adulteration 
(addition of chicory) often amounts to a gross fraud. The 
figures seem to indicate a decline in the practice in recent 
years, but this may simply mean that vendors are now 
protecting themselves behind labels announcing admixture. 
When the article is supplied in such a printed label it is 
seldom advisable to waste money on its analysis. 

Recently suspicion has been aroused that spurious 
coffee beans are on the market, but 1 am not aware of any 
definite instance in this country. 

Lard. 


Average adulteration, 5 years (1893-97) :— 


England and Wales 

.. 3-4 

West Riding C.C. ... 

.. 0-9 

Boroughs 

.. 4-7 

Beef stearine is sometimes employed to 

stiffen lard. 


Water and cotton seed oil, etc., are also used as adulterants, 
but latterly there appears to have been considerable 
improvement. 

Spirits. 

Average adulteration, 5 years (1893-97) :— 

England and Wales ... ... ... 16-8 

West Riding C.C.20T 

Boroughs ... ... ... ... ... 23-7 

In taking samples of spirits the ground is very much 
cleared by the fact that the legislature prescribes a distinct 
minimum of strength in these cases; but in this branch 
the Inspector does not hold so much the high position 
of protector of the public health as in the case of milk, 
drugs, etc. 

In many parts of the West Riding, publicans protect 
themselves by “ exhibiting ” in some out-of-the-way corner 
a notice that all spirits are diluted. It is futile to purchase 
samples for analysis in the face of such a notice. Again, 
some vendors who sell diluted spirits in their various 
drinking rooms could supply an Inspector asking for half 
a pint with an article of superior strength. To avoid this, 
an Inspector may ask for, say 2d. of whiskey, and pay for 
same; then, having noticed which keg it was supplied 
from he is entitled to ask for his half pint out of that 
particular receptacle. 

It should be borne in mind that the strength of spirit 
prescribed by the Act is not a standard in the ordinary 
sense but a minimum, and there can be no excuse for selling 
below this very low figure. At the same time, Inspectors 
are probably serving the best interests of the people in 
looking after substances of more value, as a food or a drug. 
Drugs. 

Average ratio of adulteration, 5 years, 1893-97:— 
England and Wales ... ... ... 11.0 

West Riding C.C. ... ... ... ... 12.1 

Boroughs ... ... ... ... ... 12.8 

This is a wide branch of the work, bristling with 
difficulties, but much good can be done by sampling those 
drugs of definite composition which are much used by the 
public and much liable to sophistication. 


It is of no use purchasing such a drug as “ Life and 
Health Elixir,” “ Castor Oil Pills,” and many other such 
remedies which may consist of practically anything. With 
regard to properly regulated drugs the case is different, 
for it has been held that where a person purchases a drug 
bjr the name which appears in the British Pharmacopoeia 
it ought to be of the composition there prescribed. The 
following is a list of drugs which may be usefully 
purchased for analysis, and the amounts to be asked for in 
each case: 

Almond oil, 4oz. 

Oil of eucalyptus, 2oz. 

Olive oil, 4 oz. 

Camphorated oil, 4oz. 

Antimonial powder, loz. 

Gregory’s powder, 2oz. 

Milk Sugar, 3oz. 

Milk of sulphur, 2oz. 

Saffron, |oz. 

Precipitated chalk, 4oz. 

Jalap, 2oz. 

Fluid magnesia, \ pint. 

If the above articles are supplied so as not to conform 
to the requirements of the British Pharmacopoeia, a 
conviction would be obtainable under section 6 of the 1875 
Act. Some one may ask why should the B.P. provide the 
standard, and therefore I will give its authority. By the 
Medical Act of 1858, section 54, the General Council of 
Medical Education of the United Kingdom were directed 
to publish a book containing a list of medicines and 
compounds, etc., to be called the British Pharmacopoeia. 
By the Medical Council Act, 1862, section 3, a copy of the 
Pharmacopoeia was authorised to be admitted in evidence. 
By the Pharmacy Act of 1868, section 15, any person who 
shall compound any medicine of the B.P. except according 
to the formularies of the said B.P. is liable to a penalty. 

In the case of White v. Bywater (19 Q.B.D. 582, 
1887 a case was stated by the magistrates asking whether 
they ought to have convicted a defendant who had sold 
tincture of opium deficient in opium to the extent of one- 
third, and in alcohol to the extent of nearly one-half as 
compared with the standard prescribed by the British 
Pharmacopoeia, it being admitted that -tincture of opium 
was a well understood term in the trade, and that the 
article sold was not of the nature, substance and quality of 
tincture of opium, as understood by the person usually 
dealing with that article, and the British Pharmacopoeia 
was recognised as a book of authority respecting prepara¬ 
tion of tincture of opium and other drugs. 

The High Court held that the defendant was liable to 
be convicted, although the purchaser had not specifically 
asked for tincture of opium prepared according to the 
receipe in the British Pharmacopoeia, the evidence having 
shown that the article supplied was not of the nature, 
substance, or quality of the article demanded. 

Prescriptions. 

Medicines compounded according to special prescrip¬ 
tions may be purchased for analysis, if proper care is 
exercised. It is advisable for the Inspector to have three 
facsimile copies of the same prescription. Hand one to 
the chemist, and after paying for the mixture, go through 
the formalities as to dividing and sealing. Then in send¬ 
ing to the analyst it will be necessary to attach a copy of 
the prescription for his guidance; the third copy being 
kept by the Inspector. If the certificate shows any varia¬ 
tion, proceedings should be taken under section 7 of the 
Act. Proceedings under this section would be effective 
even though the purchaser got more for his money than he 
demanded. The offence is in not being in accordance 
with the demand; there is nothing about prejudice in this 
section. 

What not to Buy. 

Having considered how to make purchases, and what 
class of articles may be most usefully purchased, we may 
now inquire what not to buy. Although “ food” includes 


Benzoic Acid Lozenges, 2oz. 
Tincture of Iodine, 2oz. 
Lemon Juice, 4oz. 

Mercury ointment, 2oz. 
Compound mercury powder, 
4oz. 

Sulphur ointment, 4oz. 

Zinc ointment, 4oz. 

Sweet spirit of nitre, 3oz. 
Spirit of sal volatile, 4oz. 
Paregoric, 2oz. 
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every article used for food or drink, except water, and 
“drug ” includes medicines for external or internal use, 
still there are a great many articles which it would be a 
waste of money to submit for analysis. 

Unsuitable Samples. 

Articles of the following types should be left almost 
alone by Inspectors, or purchased only in case of strong 
suspicion 

(1) Articles not likely to be adulterated, e.g.: white 
sugar, flour, coffee berries, camphor, carraway seeds, 
candied lemon peel, arrowoort, sago, sweets. 

(2) Articles having no recognised standard of composi¬ 
tion or not capable of definite analysis, e.g. : drugs 
not mentioned in the Pharmacopoeia : Salad oil, oat¬ 
meal soap, marmalade, jam, Indian brandy, life and 
health elixir, chlorodyne lozenges, sulphur hair 
restorer, glycerine and lime cream, allspice, mixed 
spice, chocolate. 

(3) All proprietary medicines. These are specially 
exempted. 

(4) Articles affected by High Court decisions, e.g. : 
Baking powder (not a food), vinegar (not necessarily 
from malt or grain). 

To the Sanitary Inspector the duties under the Food 
and Drugs Act are ofttimes particularly irksome, for they 
are duties about which everybody has formed his own 
opinion. One will be accusing him of doing too much, 
another of not doing enough. I daresay most of you are 
conscious of two grand pitfalls in your work—the one 
extreme indifference bordering on carelessness, the other 
over enthusiam, sometimes assuming too much a detective 
or police-like form. The one sees a camel in every gnat, 
the other fails to see a camel though it may be before his 
very eyes. Our desire should be to proceed in a middle 
course between these extremes : while steering clear of 
Scylla, we should beware of being swamped in Charybdis. 

One word more as a protest against irregularities in 
the working of these Acts, which in some places, unfortu¬ 
nately, seem to be not uncommon. To purchase samples 
irregularly, to find them adulterated and then to tell the 
tradesman (which the Act does not sanction) rather than 
to summon him, is merely playing with important Acts of 
Parliament. It is our duty to punish the guilty, and to 
let go the innocent. In judging of a certificate provided 
by the analyst, the Amount of adulteration is too often 
considered as the main factor in framing a prosecution. 
It should be borne in mind that a small amount may be 
equally as fraudulent as a large. Of course, it should be 
a matter of constant concern to us to prevent the law 
being a means of persecuting the dealer, and of interfering 
with just trading on the one hand, whilst at the same 
time we should allow no false feeling to prevent our 
putting a stop to what has been too long an enormous 
source of addition to the moneybags of the dishonest dealer 
and so necessarily a cheat to the community, especially the 
poor. This is (and I think you will agree with me) the 
true object of the Acts of Parliament, and to carry them 
out honestly and faithfully is the duty of those to whom 
their working is entrusted. 

The above paper was read at a meeting of the York¬ 
shire Branch of the Sanitary Inspectors Association on 
April 8th, 1899, and is striking evidence of the splendid 
public health and educational work the branches do. 


ROCKEFELLER’S HIRELINGS AND THE 
PETROLEUM BILL TRICKERY. 

Our contemporary the Ironmonger , in its editorial com¬ 
ments, says:—“ It is no exaggeration to say that the 
Government have played a discreditable trick on the House 
of Commons in the matter of the Petroleum Bill. It will 
be remembered that on March 15th a Bill introduced by 
Mr. Harold J. Reckitt, the member for Brigg, with the 
main object of raising the legal flash-point from 73° to 
100° Fahr. (Abel close test), came before the House. The 


Bill was drafted in accordance with the finding of the 
majority of-the Petroleum Committee, and it was pretty 
certain that it would be carried by a handsome majority if 
the House were left to itself. Its rejection, however, was 
moved by the Government on the express ground that they 
were preparing a Bill of their own, which would deal with 
the matter in a more comprehensive way than Mr. Reckitt’s 
measure. 

“Influenced, no doubt, by what it regarded as a 
promise, the House rejected Mr. Reckitt’s Bill by 244 
against 159 votes. More than three months have since 
passed, but the Government Bill has not been produced. 
Various semi-official statements have, however, from time 
to time appeared in the Press describing its scope, and on 
several occasions Mr. Jesse Collings, when questioned on 
the subject, has promised to introduce the measure ‘ very 
shortly,’ ‘before the end of April,’ ‘before Whitsun,’ and 
so forth. We have now reached Midsummer, Government 
have seized the remaining Parliamentary time, but the 
Petroleum Bill is not among the measures with which they 
intend to proceed. When tackled on this want of faith 
Mr. Balfour shuffled about the exact wording of the 
promise, and the egregious Mr. Jesse Collings sat mute. 
That it not an heroic attitude, but it is, at any rate, less 
humiliating than to be put up like a man of straw to 
make promises which are not intended to be kept.” 

The Public Control Committee of the London County 
Council have reported that during the year ending March 
31st, 1898, they investigated the circumstances of 304 
petroleum lamp accidents which occurred in London during 
this period. Twenty-eight of these accidents had fatal 
results ; while the remaining 276 caused fires to which 
the Fire Brigade were called, and thus became public. 
The Committee found that 

39 WERE VERITABLE LAMP EXPLOSIONS, 
the rest being cases of the ignition of the oil, which in the 
great majority of instances escaped through breakage of the 
reservoir. The Committee observe that as neither explosion 
nor sudden ignition usually takes place until the tempera¬ 
ture of the oil has reached or passed its flashing point, 
they attach the greatest importance to the raising of the 
statutary test to a point higher than the temperature 
attained by the oil in the reservoir of lamps while burning. 
Inasmuch as 

IT IS CLEAR PROM NUMEROUS EXPERIMENTS, 
that the temperature of 100° Fahr. is rarely reached by 
petroleum oil while being burnt in lamps, the Committee 
believe that if no oil with a lower flash-point were used 
for illuminating purposes 

THE GREAT BULK OP THE ACCIDENTS WOULD CEASE. 

They are also of opinion that if only lamps of safe con¬ 
struction were used, the number of accidents would be 
largely diminished: but they realise that it would be 
impossible for any legislation to touch the immense 
number of lamps now in nightly use, or to prevent neglect 
and carelessness in the use of lamps originally safe. There 
have been 64 deaths already this year from Rockefeller’s 
murderous American refuse oil. Those who obey the 
Standard Oil Co. and refuse legislation to stop this roast¬ 
ing alive degrade parliament and public life. They are 
either ignorant or bribed. 


THE COMPOSITION OF MILK. 

The composition of milk produced under different 
conditions as regards food of the cows was the subject of 
one of the addresses at the recent Dairy Conference. Sir 
Charles Cameron said :— 

With the co-operation of Professor Carroll, superin¬ 
tendent of the Agricultural Department of the Commis¬ 
sioners of National Education, 1 have arranged some 
experiments to determine whether linseed or linseed-cake 
is the more economical food for milch cows. The experi¬ 
ments have not been carried on for a sufficiently long 
period to warrant any conclusions being deduced from 
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them, but the analyses of the milk of some of the cows 
experimented with have afforded results which are worth 
noting. At the present time a Bill to amend the Sale of 
Food and Drugs and Margarine Acts is before the House 
of Commons. It contains a clause enabling a committee 
of experts to provide standards for milk and other articles. 
There is at present a standard minimum strength for 
whisky and the other strong alcoholic liquors. If the Bill 
now before Parliament passes, there is no doubt but that 
the minimum amounts of non-fatty and fatty solids in 
milk will be considered by experts and a legal standard 
will be fixed for milk as has already been done for spirits. 
Although there is no legal standard for milk, that fixed 
by the Inland Revenue chemists, Somerset House, appears 
to be the one generally adopted, although many public 
analysts consider it too low. According to this standard, 
milk should contain 8-5 per cent, of non-fatty solids, and 
2’75 per cent, of fat. In a few instances the milk of the 
cows at the Glasnevin Farm contained less than 2-75 per 
cent, of fat, and even less than 8*5 per cent, of non-fatty 
solids ; but in no instance were both fat and non-fatty 
solids deficient. Eight cows were selected, and the follow¬ 
ing was the mean composition of the milk of the 8 cows for 
the whole six days :—Morning : total solids, 12-08 ; non¬ 
fatty solids, 9-18 ; fat, 2’9. Evening : total solids, 13-78 ; 
non-fatty solids, 8‘9 3 fat, 4 - 88. The eight cows were then 
divided into batches and put on different diets. In the 48 
specimens of morning’s milk the non-fatty solids never 
were so low as 8‘5 per cent., the minimum standard, while 
in 18 of the specimens the fats were below the minimum 
standard of 2-75 per cent. In the 48 specimens of evening’s 
milk the solids not fat never sank below the minimum 
standard, but in 18 instances they were less than 9 per 
cent. It will be seen that so far as these 96 specimens of 
milk are concerned, the standard of 8 - 5 per cent, of non¬ 
fatty solids holds good; but that the standard for fat fails 
in the case of morning’s milk. The morning’s milk was 
rich in non-fatty solids and poor in fat, while the evening’s 
milk was rather poor in non-fatty solids and very rich in fat. 
In some instances the percentage of fat was more than 
twice as large in the evening’s milk as in the morning’s. 
There were only eight-hour intervals between the times of 
the milkings ; if the intervals were longer the difference 
between the morning and evening’s milk might not be so 
great. The diets upon which the cows were placed after 
the first week of the experiments seem to have been 
insufficient. Three received daily each for one week 
9 stones of mangels, 17 lb of h s.j, and 4 lb of linseed cake. 
Their combined weight -was on this diet reduced by 178 lb. 
They gave less milk by 224 lb. The composition of the 
milk remained unchanged as regards the morning’s, and in 
the evening’s was slightly richer. A batch of three cows 
fed daily on 9 stones of mangels, 17 lb. of hay, and 5 and 
1-5 lb. linseed, lost in one week 245 lb. The yield of milk 
declined only by 6 lb., and its composition practically 
remained unaltered. Similar results were obtained in the 
case of other batches of cows not receiving the usual food. 
It is the flesh of the animals that first declines when the 
aliment is insufficient. I shall not, however, dwell further 
on this point, as it will be made the subject of a thorough 
investigation at Glasnevin. 


THE FOOD AND DRUGS BILL LIKELY TO BE 
SHELVED. 

The Sale of Food and Drugs Bill meets with such 
hostility on the report stage that there is no longer any 
reasonable prospect, in the present congested stage of 
public business, of finding time for its further discussion. 
In its altered state it satisfies no section of the House ; 
the agricultural members least of all. The provisions as 
to the control of the sale and storage of margarine, and 
the mixing of butter with margarine, are by the couuty 
members held to be hopelessly inadequate, and they declare 
they would rather see the Bill dropped than passed in its 
present shape ; the supporters of the margarine makers 
are also opposed to it, as they are opposed to all restrictive 


legislation. One section of the adulteration question has 
already been referred to a Departmental Committee—that 
of the use of preservatives in food, and under all the 
circumstances the Government will probably, says The 
Pall Mall Gazette , be induced to shelve the whole subject 
for another year. 


ADULTERATED FOODS. 

We sat at a table delightfully spread, 

And teeming with good things to eat, 

And daintily fingered the cream-tinted bread, 

Just needing to make it complete 
A film of the butter so yellow and sweet, 

Well suited to make every minute 
A dream of delight, and yet while we eat 
We cannot help asking “ What’s in it ? ” 

Oh, maybe this bread contains alum and chalk, 

Or sawdust chopped up very fine, 

Or gypsum in powder, about which they talk, 

Terra alba just out of the mine. 

And our faith in its butter is apt to be weak, 

For we haven’t a good place to pin it, 

Annatto’s so yellow and beef fat so sleek, 

Oh, I wish I could know what is in it! 

Ah ! be certain you know what is in it, 

. ’Tis a question in place every minute. 

Oh ! how happy I’d be could I only see 
With certainty all that is in it. 

The pepper, perhaps, contains cocoanut shells, 

And the mustard is cotton-seed meal. 

The coffee, in sooth, of baked chicory smells, 

And the terrapin tastes like roast veal. 

The wine which you drink never heard of a grape, 
But of tannin and coal tar is made, 

And you could not be certain, except by their shape, 
That the eggs by a chicken were laid. 

And the salad which bears such ah innocent Took' 
And whispers of fields that are green, 

Is covered with germs, each armed with a hook, 

To grapple with liver and spleen. 

No matter how tired and hungry and dry; 

The banquet how fine ; don’t begin it. 

Till you think of the past and the future, and sigh, 
Oh, I wonder, I wonder what’s in it ! 

—Bural New Yorker. 


A PLEA FOR URGENCY FOR THE OYSTERS 
BILL OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

The urgent necessity for legislative enactment in the 
direction of the Oysters Bill of the present session is 
further evidenced by some recent events in Brighton. On 
May 10th, a professional man invited twenty-two of his 
friends to an oyster supper. Thirty-five dozen oysters 
were ordered from a local shop, the proprietor of which, 
it is stated, has oyster-layings and ponds a few miles from 
Brighton, which have been characterised as dangerously 
liable to contamination by sewage, in repeated reports by 
Dr. Newsholme, Medical Officer of Health of Brighton, 
and more recently in Dr. Bulstrode’s report to the Local 
Government Board. It appears, however, that the oysters 
for the above supper came direct from a well known place, 
other than the above, which is believed to be free from 
sewage contamination. All the members of the party 
partook of oysters with the exception of one who was 
nervous on the subject. He has remained well. Of those 
who ate oysters, three suffered from unpleasant symptoms 
or serious illness, while the remaining eighteen do not 
appear to have had any ill-effects. One guest had an 
attack of vomiting which lasted throughout the night 
from the time of his arrival home at 10 p.m. No further 
symptoms developed. The two remaining guests, one a 
member of the Brighton Town Council, and one a member 
cf the Hove Town Council, developed typhoid fever about 
six to eight days from the date of the oyster supper. One 
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has since died, and the other is siill ill. In both these 
cases the first symptoms resembled those of influenza. The 
incubation period, although short, is by no means 
unexampled. The above instance, although it may bring 
home to many who would not otherwise realise it, the 
great risk involved in eating oysters from sources unknown 
to them, is only one of a large number of others recorded 
in the above town, and in other towns throughout the 
country in which the matter has been investigated. We 
have received from a Brighton correspondent an account 
of two other recent cases of poisoning by oysters. The 
particulars are briefly as follows: A gentleman and his 
wife were driving on June 6th past some oyster ponds, 
and stopped at the neighbouring oyster shop and each had 
six oysters. They were both very ill before reaching home. 
O 11 reaching home they both had violent vomiting, 
associated with a burning sensation in the throat, and 
remained ill during the -night. Such cases as the above 
indicate the urgent necessity for legislation for the pro¬ 
tection of the public health in respect of shell fish. The 
President of the Local Government Board has promised 
such legislation; a Bill has been introduced into the 
House of Lords, and it would be a public calamity were 
the Government to allow the Bill to drop. By pressing 
it forward now they. will deserve, and will secure, the 
gratitude of a large number of important local authorities, 
who at the present time feel they are face to face with a 
serious.cause of sickness and death with which they are 
completely unable to cope .—British Med. Jour. 


THE NEW FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 

Mr. Lambert (Devon, South Molton) asked the first 
Lord of the Treasury, on June 22, if he could state when 
the Report stage of the Food and Drugs Bill would be 
taken. 

_-- -Mr. Balfour.—I am afraid I cannot give a definite 

reply to this question. 


AN INSIDIOUS MOVE OF THE BOARD OF 
AGRICULTURE TO HARASS TRADERS UNDER 
THE NEW FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 

An apparently innocent amendment by Mr. Walter 
Long, chief of the Board of Agriculture, reveals the 
gentleman’s attitude towards traders in a light which 
ought to provoke the bitterest hostility of every honest 
man in the House of Commons. The amendment is to 
Clause 4 of the Act as approved by the Grand Committee 
and by a piece of trickery violates the pledge given to the 
House of Commons that a Board of Reference would be 
appointed to fix standards and to determine what was 
adulteration. This Board was to consist of experts from 
the manufacturers, retailers, and analysts. 

Mr. Walter Long’s attempt to hocuss the House of 
Commons to give his department the power to harass and 
penalise traders consists of a proposal to the Board of 
Agriculture by an order in Council should at any time 
have power to declare what was or what was not adultera¬ 
tion or fraud in food— i.e., traders are to place their liveli¬ 
hood and their reputations in the hands of Mr. Walter 
Long and Mr. T. H. Elliott. 

If English traders of to-day are so week-kneed that 
they will consent to give this Board of incompetents the 
power to at any time destroy their business, they are made 
of different metal to what we think they are. The traders 
and working classes of the United Kingdom ought to take 
immediate steps to defeat this amendment by Mr. Walter 
Long. Better far have no new Food and Drugs Act than 
one hatched in venom and brought out in dishonesty. 

If the Board of Agriculture was composed of angels 
it would even then, be supreme folly to entrust it with the 
power to declare that this, that, or the other article of 
food is liable to prosecution or must not be sold. So 


take as an example a cocoa containing sugar and arrow- 
root. By order in Council the sale of such a food, or in 
fact any article could at any time be made penal. We 
repeat that we mistake the temper of British manu¬ 
facturers of food stuffs if they will tamely allow Mr. 
Walter Long and his fellow ignorami of the Board of 
Agriculture to establish a “ Star Chamber ” of the 
character they seek for in this insidious amendment 
to clause 4. It would make every manufacturer of food 
stuffs not his own master, but the servant of Mr. 
Long and his successors at the Board of Agriculture. 
Vinegar, Starch, Condensed Milk, Golden Syrup, Flour, 
Mustard, etc., may one day have one standard, and 
the next another. What this means to traders is manifest. 
Strangely enough this Machiavellim amendment was only 
put in last week on behalf of the Government, giving no 
time for those vitally interested to consider it. If it be 
rushed through the House of Commons it will be an 
infamy. 


SPIRIT LABELS AND THE FOOD AND 
DRUGS ACTS. 

An important decision under the Food and Drugs Acts 
was arrived at on July 1st, at the Middlesex Sessions, pre¬ 
sided over by Mr. R. D. M. Littler, Q.C., C B. Wm. 
Pendred Applebee, wine and spirit merchant, of 66, 
Archway Road, Highgate, appealed against a conviction 
and fine of 20s. and 27s 6d. costs for selling brandy which 
was reduced in strength or gravity to 27-^ degress under 
proof. Mr. George Elliott and Mr. Arthur Hutton 
appeared for the appellant ; and Mr. Slade Butler for the 
respondent, A. L. Bridge, the Food and Drugs Inspector of 
the county. The facts were very simple, and were not in 
dispute. The Inspector bought a bottle of brandy, paying 
2s. 8d. for it, and on examination by Mr. Bevan, the county 
analyst, it was found to be 27^ per cent. u.p. When 
analysed by Somerset House it was 27 u.p. On the 
bottle was a large label, and round the collar was another, 
the shape of a crescent, with these words on—“ C Quality. 
About 25 u.p. The Highgate justices convicted upon this. 
Mr. Slade Butler said the whole point of the appelhmt was 
that this was a mixed article under section 8 of the Food 
and Drugs Act, but he pointed out that this was con¬ 
siderably over 25, and therefore it was misleading. Mr. 
Littler, looking at the large label on the bottle, asked if 
that was the only one. Mr. Elliott replied that there was 
a small one, which was the one in question. Mr. Butler 
said it really came to the question as to whether this was 
sufficient notice. Mr. Littler pointed out that if the 
words, “ good quality, guaranteed pure,” on the large label 
had been followed by what was on the small one, then 
Mr. Butler would have been in a difficulty. Mr. Butler 
said the attention of the purchaser was not called to it. 
Mr. Littler: This is very distinctly written here. Can 
you say that it is not distinctly and legibly written on or 
with the article ? Mr. Butler : But that label is mislead¬ 
ing. Mr. Littler: Did not this comply with the section ? 
Mr. Butler : The inspector did not see it. Mr. Littler said 
that might be. It was clear that the notice need not all 
be on one label. If the Act was intelligently drawn it 
would require that it should all be one label. The 
defendant had carefully read the section, and it seemed to 
him correctly. He did not pledge himself to the quantity, 
and whether Mr. Bridge had been misled or not did not 
matter. Mr. Butler said one label contracted the other. 
Mr. Littler said he must consider the Act of Parliament, 
and the appeal would be allowed. Mr. Elliott desired to 
say that his client had been in business for 45 years with¬ 
out complaint, and Somerset House analysis showed this 
27 per cent, and evaporation accounted for a good deal. 
Mr. Littler thought that it would be better if “ good 
quality, guaranteed pure, about 25 u.p.” was all on one 
label. Mr. Elliott: No doubt Mr. Applebee will accept 
that suggestion, 
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MONTSERRAT 3 ? 

TJ;egmt Tpirst-Queactjer. 

UNIVERSALLY ADMITTED TO BE the PUREST AND BEST. 

IN NOT WEATHER What to drink is most important. The Lancet advises Lime-Fruit Juice, having tested and found 
the famous MONTSERRAT ” brand absolutely pure—a most delicious, refreshing, healthful Drink. Made from 
the Ripe Fruit of Cultivated Limes grown in the famous Island of Montserrat, W.I. 

IRYEN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., ) T TYR 1 RP00I 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings & Cumberland Street, I 111 I lilll \J \J UI 


WARRANTED PURE. 


“ u-VER" brand of lard. 

THOMAS WOOD’S 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 

2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 

Jam Factory—SWANLEY, KENT. 

London CffncUony, Wo,ta_ MARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 


ROBERT BURNETT & CO., 

VADXH4LL, LONDON. 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 

H. C. JANSEN’S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST. 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 

DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 

In mational Bakery Exhibition, Amsterdam, 1886 



It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 

GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF IIONO UR I Highest Award ever given 
DIPLOMA of HONOUR] for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition, 

Ghent, Belgium, 1898. 


Digitized by 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Original from 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 




Generated on 2020-07-2O 21:55 GMT / https://hdl.handle.net/2027/mdp.39015059370141 

Public Domain in the United States / http://www.hathitrust. 0 rg/access_use#pd-us 


336 


FOOD AND SANITATION. 


July 8, 1899. 


PINK’S PURE SWEETS. 

ROYAL MIXTURE — 

A New Line, consisting of Choice Fondants, Jube, &e. 

7 lb. Boxes, per Cwt. 20/-. 


SUGARED BARCELONA NUTS 


A great favourite. 7 lb. Boxes, per Cwt. 27/6. 
5 cwt. lots, 3d. per cwt. less. 


WRITE FOR SAMPLE. 


E. & T. FIE, 


MERCHANTS AND MANUFACTURERS, 

STAPLE STREET, BORO’. 



DOWDEN’S GREEN LABEL 

BRITISH OIIRES 

Need no licence to sell, and are acknowledged the country over as being the STANDARD OF EXCELLENCE. 

They command the Highest Price—Pay a Protected Profit of 20 per cent.— and will give every 

Satisfaction to yourself and your Customer. 

9s. Per Doz.==Carriage Paid==Gross Lots at 8s. 6d. Per Doz. 

SAMPLES CAN BE SEEN AT THE MANCHESTER OFFICE. 


nA\I/nr?\l I 4 -s- I 42, Dock Street, LONDON. 

DU W Util 9 Ltd#* 318, Corn Exchange Bmldings, MANCHESTER. 

THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says 
“ The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing 
epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
similar diseases.” 

M. de Freycinet (Report of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Offiriel, February 14th, 1892), 
says Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
tbisdate over 200.000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 
with Pasteur Filters. 

Made in a variety of Patterns for 


Sir Henry Roscoe, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. ( Westminster Gazette, 
September 8th, 1893), says Ordinary filters are no good at all. 
The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is-the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material. Dr. H. H. Johnston, D.Sc., M.D., C.M., 
states The Pasteur-Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes . 


J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 147. HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 

West-End Show Rooms—203, VICTORIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


Printed and Published by M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria-lane. London, E.C., to whom all communications must be addressed. 
On sale by E. W. Allen, 4, Ave-Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, E.C, 
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BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 

SGABUBT & JOHNSON, 

HAVE FOR YEARS MAINTAINED ’5 PER CENT. OF BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS AS THE STANDARD STRENGTH FOR THEIR 

BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 

It has become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna^Plasters ” which contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 

Report of THE LANCET December 3rd, 1898. 

!< Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis, 
but—of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly over half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” __ 

Sole Depot for Great Britain aqd Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, 31 & 32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, EC. 




Invalid Bovril, 

like ordinary Bovril, contains the actual substance of the primest lean ox beef in the finest possible state of division, but in a 
more concentrated form. It is specially prepared for use in the sick room, and contains no seasoning. It is a perfect beef 
tea plus the ALBUMIN and FLBRINE of Beef, in the form best suited to the enfeebled powers of digestion and assimilation 

Virol 

is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growth and nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Bed Bone Marrow, and Fresh Eggs. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of Cod Liver Oil. 

Other Preparations. 

Bovril Wine. Beef Jelly. Bovril Stamnoids (A “ Food by the 

Bovril Lozenges. Liebig’s Extract of Beef. Way”). 

Bovril Meat Juice (Raw Meat Malto-Carnis (“ Caffyn’s”). Bovril Chocolate. 

juice). Liquor Carnis (“Caffyn’s”) (Raw Bovril Cocoa. 

Bovril Biscuits. Meat Juice). Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 

ROVDII fklpx PHAPT^ Medical gentlemen will learn with interest that these useful pocket publications (No x for ordinary use, No. 2 

BUY IyIL LlIEr I Vll/xl\IO. for use ; n Fever cases) which have intnerto proved of considerable service to the pro r essiOu can still he had on 

application to Bovril Limited. 30, Farringdon Street, E.C 

BOV RIL, LIMITED, Food Specialists and Hospital Purveyors, LONDON. 
Contractors to Her Majesty’s and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON* Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNCANNON, C.B 

Consulting Chemist: SIR EDWARD FRANKLAND, K.C.B., D.C.L., F.I.C., Corr. Memb. French Institute. 

Analyst: WILLIAM HARKNESS, F.I.C., F.C.S., F.R.M.S., 40 Years Food Analyst to H.M. Government. 
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EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 


HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles, 61., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL'S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. [6d., Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One 6d. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. 6d,, Is., and 
5s. Tins. 


GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delicious Custards without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. and Is. each. 


GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S GINGER-BEER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer, Packets, 3d. ami 6d. 

GOODALL’S BRUNSWICK BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves, Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles. 6d. ar-d Is. 

goodall’sTavender water. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

GOODALUS" PLATE POWDER. 

For Polishing and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s. 

GOODALL’S JELLY SQUARES. 

Makes a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In I pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., 6d., and Is. each. 



Monthly Price List of Patent Medicines, Grocers’ Sundries, &c., will be sent post free on application. 

GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & CO., LEEDS 


IMPORTANT TO GROCERS AND BAKERS. 


If you wish to avoid loss of money, repute and trade, caused by PROSECUTIONS for 
ADULTERATION, SELL ONLY YEAST manufactured by the following firms: 


C. A. Beuebrs. 

J. Houtman. 

P. J. M.EIJER. 

Vrijland Van Den 

W. A. Beukers, 

Jansen & Co. 

Ths. Cs. Melchers. 

Hoogen & Co. 

P. Boezemeijer & Co 

H. C. Jansen. 

Niedfeld & Co. 

Walraven Beueers 

A. Daalmeijer. 

Jansen & Tae. 

P. SCHILTMAN. 

& Co. 

J. H. Van Gent. 

Van Kan & Co. 

J. J. Tonino. 

B. A. J. WlTTEAMPF. 

Hamer & Co 

M. Kranen. 

J. Van Der Vale & Co. 

J. WlTEAMP & CO. 

Hoek & Co. 

P J. Lagerweij. 

Jan Vrijland. 

P. J. WOUTERLOOD. 


The above Firms are Members of the 

YEAST UNION, SCHIEDAM, 

And guarantee their Yeast absolutely pure and free from any adulteration whatever. 


Every Package bears their Trade Mark. 

Every Shipment to England is analysed, and aqg [llemter ot the Yeast Onion (Schiedam), guiltg at 
adnlterating Yeast would he lined heavy penalties. 


NOTE : Yeast Union (Schiedam) Yeast is guaranteed free from 
Adulteration. Resist all inducements to deal in any other Yeast. 
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COLEMAN’S 

“ WINCARNIS ” 

OR 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 

IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 

Seven Gold Hledals and One Silver (Dedal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles, 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 

Sole Manufacturers: 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

Food and Sanitation Iwill be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve ,, 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4. Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Yol. I., II.. III., Y., and YI., may be 
obtained from E. W. Allen, 4 , Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster-row. 
London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 

Binding Cases for Food and Sanitation, in qloth. gold 

lettered, may now be obtained from E, W. Allen, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price Is. 6d. each. 


CONTENTS. 

Page 351—Lipton’s Jams—Adulterated Milk of Sulphur. 

„ 352—Important Sugar Adulteration Case—Water at Spirit 

Price—Important to Food Inspectors in Ireland- 
Golden Syrup Adulteration. 

„ 353—Milk Adulteration—Cream of Tartar and Alum— 

An Impudent Margarine Fraud. 

., 354—Vinegar Frauds—Unsound Tinned Lobsters—The 

Debate on the Sale of Food and Drugs Bill. 

„ 357—A Weird Assortment in Chinese Foods—Some Queer 

Drinks—The Value of Concentrated Foods. 

., 358—Borax in Exported Meats—Tea and Digestion—Tests 

upon Tuberculous Cows—Appetitsild in Blown 
Tins—The Irish Dairy Association and the New 
Food and Drugs Act—Coleman & Co., Ltd.— 
Review. 


Food and Sanitation. 

SATURDAY, JULY 22, 1899. 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 
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LIPTON’S JAMS. 

Seizure of Rotten Fruit at the Factory. 

Mr.. Henry Thomas is to be congratulated on another 
important service to the community. On July 15th at 
Southwark, Mr. Henry Thomas, Chief Sanitary Inspector 
for the Bermondsey Vestry, applied to Mr. Slade for 
orders to destroy a large quantity of bad fruit, which was 
brought to the court in thirteen dust vans belonging to the 
yestry. The magistrate spent nearly half an hour in 


inspecting the fruit, and then Mr. Thomas gave evidence 
as to the seizure. He said that on Friday afternoon he 
went to the premises of Lipton (Limited), jam manu¬ 
facturers, Bermondsey. He entered the boiling-room, and 
saw four tubs of strawberries. One was on the weighing- 
machine, presumably to see what proportion of sugar was 
required. He examined them, and found that they were 
quite unfit for the food of man. He went into the stores, and 
found twenty-five baskets of raspberries, and in another 
store a large number of baskets of black currants. He had 
them sorted, and found 158 to be unwholesome and unfit 
for food. He then saw a van just about to deliver some 
fruit at the premises, and he examined it. There were 
seventy tubs of strawberries. The Chief Clerk : Were the 
strawberries unfit for food ? Mr. Thomas : Yes. Another 
van drew up, containing twenty-six large tubs of straw¬ 
berries. The name on the van' was Lawford. I examined 
them, and found them to be unwholesome. Two other 
vans then drew in bearing the name of Briley. There 
were 250 tubs of raspberries, which were unfit for food. I 
also examined another van, which contained 166 tubs of 
strawberries. They were also unwholesome. The names 
on the vans were Israel and Joel. The Medical Officer of 
Health also examined them, and confirmed my opinion. I 
ask for orders to have them destroyed. The Chief Clerk: 
How many are there altogether P Mr. Thomas: 698 
packages. The Chief Clerk: Strawberries, raspberries, 
and black currants P Yes. Mr. Slade : And they have all 
been examined P Yes, carefully examined. The Chief 
Clerk: And they have all been shown to the magistrate P 
Yes. Mr. Slade then made the order to destroy. Late in 
the afternoon Mr. Thomas again appeared at the court, and 
applied for orders for the destruction of a further consign¬ 
ment of fruit. This was conveyed to the court in three 
vans, each containing about seventy-five tubs, weighing, 
according to Mr. Thomas’s approximation, about six tons. 
He understood that the fruit had been tendered to Liptons, 
but after his former seizure they refused to receive it. 
Mr. Slade made the formal orders for the destruction of 
the fruit. A gentleman, who stated that he was chairman 
of the fruit section of the London Chamber of Commerce, 
here interposed with the question : Am I to understand 
that these orders apply only to the fruit you have seen in 
the yard ? There is other fruit in the vans outside, and 
it is in a different state to that in the yard. The rasp¬ 
berries are still outside, will your worship see them ? The 
Chief Clerk: Yon are not a party to the application, and 
you have no right to address the Court. The Representa¬ 
tive (with some warmth) : I should like my observations 
to be taken down, because I see the Press is represented 
here. This is a serious case for the trade of London, and 
it will be discovered that this is not the first time that the 
inspector has been found in the wrong. Mr. Thomas 
(indignantly): Not me, sir. The Representative: I beg 
pardon, I am not talking to yon, but to bis worship. In 
my official capacity as chairman of the Fruit Trade 

Section of the Chamber of Commerce, I say-Mr. Slade : 

I tell you I cannot hear you. The Representative: The 
best fruit might be used for raspberry vinegar. Mr. 
Thomas : I wish your worship to note that it is intended 
to make raspberry vinegar out of unwholesome raspberries. 
The Representative: I beg pardon, I said nothing of the 
kind. I contend that his worship has nothing to do with 
that which he has not inspected, aud it is quite within my 
power to use it as manure if I think fit. I shall take it 
away. The Chief Clerk : The order has been made. 

ADULTERATED MILK OF SULPHUR. 

Mr. John Rees, chemist, 22, Church-road, Newport, 
was summoned before the Newport magistrates on July 
14th, for selling milk of sulphur adulterated with sulphate 
of lime. The sample purchased by Mr. Spencer Jones, the 
inspector, was found to be 48‘5 per cent, of the sulphate 
of lime. Mr. F. Lewis, solicitor, who defended, quoted 
from Attfield’s Treatise on Chemistry that the lime was 
added to au even greater extent than one-half to make it 
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suitable to mix it with milk or other fluid. Otherwise it 
floated on the .surface. Mr. William Johnson, assistant to 
Mr. Rees, described to the Bench the process of manufac¬ 
ture, but said that there were new and improved methods 
of manufacture. The sample sold was an uncommonly 
good one, as the low-grade manufacturers did not take the 
trouble to wash out the excess of lime. The Town Clerk 
tendered Mr. Howard Jones (medical officer of health) to 
prove that milk of sulphur with more than one or two 
per cent, of sulphate of lime was an adulterated article and 
injurious, as the sulphate was insoluble in the stomach. 
Hydrate of lime was the preparation given to young 
children. In one case, where the adulteration was 37-J per 
cent., a penalty of £5 had been imposed. The Bench 
were not unanimous. Alderman Vaughan stated, that as 
this was the first case, they imposed a fine of 5s. only. 


IMPORTANT SUGAR ADULTERATION CASE. 

At Farnham Petty Sessions, Frederick George Hitch" 
cock, of Shortfield Common, Frenskam, was charged on 
an adjourned summons with selling sugar not of the nature 
and quality demanded, to wit, Demerara sugar. The case 
had been adjourned to enable an analysis to be made by 
the authorities of Somerset House. Mr. F. Cliffe 
(inspector to the County Council under the Food and 
Drugs Act) prosecuted and Mr. E. Kempson defended. 
The evidence given at the last hearing having been read 
over. The Magistrates’ Clerk produced and read the 
analysis -which had been received from the Government 
laboratory, certifying that the sample forwarded from the 
last Court had been analysed and that the analysts were 
of opfaion that the sample in question was the product of 
the sugar cane, and that it had been artifically coloured in 
imitation of true Demerara sugar. Mr. Kempson said 
this bore out his contention at the last Court that the 
sugar was cane and not beet sugar. The point really at 
issue between the vendor and the purchaser was as to 
whether they got cane or beet sugar. Mr. Cliffe said, at 
the last Court, that if the sugar came from Mauritius and 
was the product of the sugar cane he should not have 
taken proceedings. It was an entirely different section 
which dealt with colouring matter. They were not 
charged .with selling sugar coloured, so as to be injurious 
to health, but with selling an article to the prejudice of 
the purchaser, not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded. Mr. Kempson was proceeding to call expert 
evidence to prove that all Demerara sugar is coloured, 
when the Chairman held that this would not be fair to 
the prosecution, who should also have the opportunity of 
calling professional evidence. The Bench, however, would 
be willing to grant another adjournment. Mr. Kempson 
consulted his client, and expressed a wish for the case to 
be dealt with that day. Again addressing the Bench he 
said it was for them to find whether the purchaser had 
been prejudicially affected. In the course of further 
argument he pointed out that Demerara was a generic 
term in the trade, and contended that in that case there 
had been no fraud intended or committed. Mr. Cliffe did 
not press the case. The Chairman said that the Bench felt 
inclined to convict, but would only impose a penalty of 
2s. 6d. and costs. Mr. Kempson : I ask leave to state a 
case on the ground that there was no evidence of prejudice. 
The Chairman : Oh, yes. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

At Truro, on July 12th, Bessie Thomas, licensed 
victualler, Cathedral Hotel, St. Mary’s-street, was charged 
with selling adulterated whisky. Mr. R. Dobell represented 
defendant, who pleaded not guilty. Chief Constable Cole¬ 
man said that on the 8th June he purchased a quart of 
whisky from defendant, and submitted a part of it to Dr. 
Dyer, whose analysis showed that it contained 344 clegs, 
of absolute alcohol, or 27 j degs. under proof, and 2.( degs. 
below the legal standard. Mr. Dobell submitted that the 
certificate was bad on the face of it. It showed con¬ 


clusively that Dr. Dyer had not proceeded to the statutory 
test, that was of Syke’s hydrometer but he had ascertained 
the alcoholic strength by weight, and in that process, Mr 
Dobell contended, there had been evaporation. Mrs. 
Thomas said she had kept the house for 14’years. On the 
18th May she received two gallons of whisky from Messrs. 
Gradwell, Chacewater, and a permit which showed the 
whisky was 10 degrees under pooof. She was entitled to 
reduce it to 25 per cent., and she put 1| pints of water to 
each gallon. On the morning after the Chief Constable’s 
visit the whisky was tested by Mr. R. Taylor, landlord of 
the Dolphin Hotel, and Mr. W. N. Earthy, who each found 
it to be 23-8 underproof. Mr. R. Taylor proved that he 
made the test with Syke’s hydrometer. The Mayor said 
that owing possibly to carelessness in dilution and the 
keeping of the spirits in an unsuitable vessel the whisky 
was below the legal standard, and they had no option but 
to impose a fine of 10s. 6d. and 11s. costs, and order pay¬ 
ment of the analyst’s fee of 10s. 6d. 


IMPORTANT TO FOOD INSPECTORS IN 
IRELAND. 

At the Castlemartyr Petty Sessions on July 12th, 
before Messrs. A. E. Horne, R.M.; J. S. Carbery, J.P.; 
and T. J. Garde, a milk prosecution of much interest to all 
County Councils in Ireland was heard. The defendant, 
Michael Aherne, a farmer, residing in Castlemartyr, was 
prosecuted by Sergeant Haggart, R.I.C., Food Inspector at 
Youghal, for selling to him on the 8th ult. a pint of new 
milk, which, on the certificate of the County Analysist, 
Mr. D. J. O’Mahony, Cork, was proved to be deficient in 
fat to the extent of 40 per cent., the chairman remarking 
that it was the lowest class of milk he ever saw in court. 
In reply to Mr. Keane, solicitor, Youghal, who defended, 
the sergeant said his appointment as Food Inspector was 
from the late grand jury of the county. Mr. Keane then 
contended that the written appointment produced in¬ 
validated the prosecution, inasmuch as that by the 15th 
Section of the Local Government Act, 1898, the office of 
Food Inspector was not mentioned or included in the list 
of public offices which were by that section transferable to 
the County Councils from the grand jury, and not being 
now r appointed by the Cork County Council the complain¬ 
ant was not entitled to prosecute as Food Inspector. 
Messrs. Carbery and Garde, two of the justices on the 
bench, considered that Mr. Keane’s contention was right, 
but Mr. Horne, R.M., dissented, and the case was accord¬ 
ingly marked dismissed. The chairman to the complainant 
^Represent the matter to your authorities and they 
may get the opinion of the Law Adviser on the point 
raised. 

GOLDEN SYRUP ADULTERATION. 

At Truro, on July 12th, William Richards, grocer, 
Lemon-street, was summoned for selling golden syrup or 
treacle not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded, 
but adulterated at least 60 per cent, with glucose syrup. 
Mr. R. Dobell, who appeared for defendant, said Mr. 
Richards pleaded guilty to having committed a technical 
offence. The old style of selling golden syrup out of a cask 
by means of a tap had gone out, and it was now sold in 
tins, but Mr. Richards had some customers who liked to 
have it from the cask ; therefore he bought 20 lbs. or 
a cisternful at a time. He bought it from Messrs. Norton 
and Co., who got it from the Golden Syrup Co., Glasgow, 
and they assured Messrs. Norton and Co. verbally that it 
was a compound complying with the Food and Drugs Act. 
Their worships would know from the respectability of 
Mr. Richards and Messrs. Norton and Co. that they would 
not allow anything to be done to the injury of anyone in 
the city, and they were absolutely ignorant of the com¬ 
pound of the syrup, and he was instructed to express their 
deep regret that anything should be put upon the Truro 
market which would not comply with the requirements of 
the legislature, It was impossible to manipulate this syrup 
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after it loft the manufacturer’s hands, and he therefore 
asked their worships to treat the case as a technical 
offence. Chief Constable Coleman said he submitted 2 lbs. 
of treacle, purchased from Mr. Richards, to Dr. Bernard 
Dyer, whose analysis showed that the sample contained 
not more than 40 parts per cent, of syrup derived from 
sugar or treacle, and at least 60 parts per cent, of glucose 
syrup. He observed that the admixture of glucose was at 
least 40 per cent, in excess of what was ordinarily, though 
not necessarily, included in manufactured golden syrup, 
for the purpose of preserving its clearness, and of pre¬ 
venting its crystallisation, bub glucose was not injurious to 
health. The Mayor said perhaps Mr. Richards had not 
taken the care he ought to have done in getting a guarantee 
that the article complied with the Rood and Drugs Act, 
but thejustice of the case would be met by a fine of 10s. 6d. 
and payment of 10s. costs, and the analyst’s fee of 
10s. 6d. 


MILK ADULTERATION. 

Getting at the Farmer. 

Before Sheriff Boyd, at Dundee, on July 12th, John 
Pollock, farmer, Carrickstone Farm, Cumbernauld, was 
found guilty of several charges of forwarding milk which 
contained certain percentages of added*water to a dairyman 
in Garngad Road, Glasgow, with whom he had a contract. 
The Sheriff said the consignee—the Garngad dairyman— 
had taken adequate means to protect himself, and if only 
more dealers in the city would insist upon guarantees, 
there would be less adulteration and very much greater 
safety for them. Hardly any defence had been suggested. 
It was said that milk was not adulterated by accused or 
by those for whom he was responsible, and that perhaps 
milk might have been abstracted in transit and water 
added. That was in the first place not a fair suggestion, 
and in the second place it did not shift responsibility from 
■ the consigner, because he ought to have taken precautions 
against anything of that sort being done. It was always 
satisfactory, added his Lordship, when the fault could be 
traced home to the farmer. The penalty would be £4 for 
each offence—£20 in all—with £7 12s. 8d. expenses. 

CREAM OF TARTAR AND ALUM. 

At the Trinity (Gloucester) Quarter Sessions, recently, 
James Clay, alias Thomas Lume, alias Clayton, 59 years of 
age, and described as a confectioner, was charged with 
having, on May 31st, at Stroud, obtained a cheque for 10s. 
by false pretences from Harry Hathaway, with intent to 
defraud. He was further charged with having obtained 
14s. 6cl. by false pretences from Ann Holdar at East Dean 
on May 26th. In stating the case of the prosecution Mr. 
Morton Brown said that the whole circumstances laid 
before him suggested that what was really a very clever 
fraud had been committed by accused. On the evening of 
May 31st prisoner went to the shop of Mr. Hathaway, who 
was a baker in Moor-street, Stroud, and said he had in his 
possession a substitute for cream of tartar. The substance, 
Mr. Brown reminded the jury, was rather an expensive 
article, and it had often been sought to obtain a substitute 
which "would have the same effect and would not be so 
costly. After making his statement to Mr. Hathaway, 
prisoner proceeded to demonstrate to him some of the 
effervescing powers of the article he wished to sell. At his 
request Mr. Hathaway procured a glass of milk and some 
bicarbonate of soda, and into this prisoner put a white 
powder which he represented as being his substitute for 
cream of tartaf, with the result that there was a good deal 
of effervescence. Having shown by experiment what the 
powder could do, prisoner told Mr. Hathaway that he had 
called on Mr. Murphy, in King-street, and that that gentle¬ 
man had tried not only an experiment with milk and 
bicarbonate of soda, but one with a small batch of scones 
and cake, and was so pleased 'with the result, and satisfied 
with information he had obtained from prisoner about the 
wonderful substitute for cream of tartar, that he declined 
to charge him for his lunch, and also gave him a sovereign. 


After stating that he had obtained other “ testimonials” 
from other people in the district, prisoner went on to tell 
Mr. Hathaway how the proprietors of Coomb’s Eureka 
Flour had purchased this receipe from him. Mr. Hathaway 
asked prisoner to leave a sample of the chemical, as he 
thought it advisable to test it for himself in the making of 
some cakes before he gave any money for it. This prisoner 
declined to do, stating that if he did so people would get 
the powder analysed and learn the secret without paying 
•anything for it. Thereupon Mr. Hathaway gave the 
prisoner a cheque for 10s., and for this the prisoner left a 
paper which contained some writing. Mr. Hathaway 
then took the paper to Mr. Coley, chemist, 
in order to g'et “ the prescription” made up 
and received a parcel, which was labelled “alum.” Alum, 
said Mr. Brown, contained some of the properties of cream 
of tartar, but the law prohibited bakers using it in their 
trade. Mr. Hathaway, on being supplied with the alum, 
saw that he had been “ done.” That, however, was not 
the whole of the alleged fraud, because in the little experi¬ 
ment the prisoner tried with the milk and bicarbonate of 
soda, he did not use alum at all, but cream of tartar, and 
it had been subsequently discovered that what prisoner 
had said about Mr. Murphy was false. Evidence having 
been called in support of the prosecution, Mr. Hutton, for 
the prisoner, submitted that the evidence did not support 
some of the counts of indictment alleging false pretences. 
Prisoner, in the course of his evidence, stated that his 
name was Thomas Clayton, and stated that the prosecutor 
had made a mistake in putting clay on the cheque. He 
wrote the words “Pure alumin powder and lasite ” on the 
paper he handed to Mr. Hathaway. Part of the paper had 
since been torn off, for the “ r ” of powder was missing, as 
well as the word lasite. The powder which he took to 
Mr. Hathaway was composed of alumin powder and lasite. 
In the course of cross-examination prisoner stated that he 
used to be in business as a baker in Earlstown, Lancashire, 
but denied that he there passed under the name of Clay. 
Asked why a respectable tradesmen should swear, as one 
witness in the case did, that he did not pay anything for 
the recipe if he did, prisoner replied, “ Confectioners do 
not tell people in the Court what they put in their 
goods.” (Laughter.) “ Lasite,” he said, “ was a substitute 
for cream of tartar, and could be obtained of any wholesale 
chemists. Bakers were allowed to use alumiu powder if 
they liked; at least he had used it, and never been prose¬ 
cuted.” “ But,” sc id Mr. Morton Brown, “ you knew you 
were exposing Mr. Hathaway to the risk of prosecution.” 
“Not,” said prisoner, “ if he did not use it.” (Laughter.) 
The jury, after a brief deliberation, returned a verdict of 
“ Guilty,” whereupon it was intimated that it was not 
intended to proceed with the other charge against prisoner, 
on which a verdict of “Not Guilty” was taken. The 
Chairman, in delivering sentence, said, the case was one in 
which there had been a great deal of premeditation and 
design on the part of the prisoner, and not one of a sudden 
yielding to temptation which had been placed in his way. 
The sentence would be six month’s imprisonment with 
hard labour. 


AN IMPUDENT MARGARINE FRAUD. 

At the Bradford City Court, before Mr. C. Sidmore 
(Stipendiary Magistrate), Mr. J. Moser, Mr. Jessie Wood, 
Mr. J. W. Monckman, and Mr. S. Jackson, Bernard Boland, 
of 226, High-street, Great Horton, and James Boland, of 
705, Manchester-road, Avere summoned under the Food and 
Drugs Act of 1875 for selling butter not of the quality, 
substance, &c., demanded by the purchaser. Mr. Brayshaw 
(Associate of the Sanitary Institute, and Inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act), proved having sent into the 
defendant’s shop on June 19th, assistants for 7 lb. of 
butter, and for which lOd. and 9d. were paid respectively. 
The City Analyst’s certificate was put in which proved that 
the samples purchased consisted entirely of margarine. 
Mr. Durrance, acting for the defendants, admitted the facts 
of the case, and stated that the defendants, who were two 
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young Irishmen, usually got their supply of butter from 
Ireland. The stuff in question was purchased as butter in 
Bradford as the defendants had run short of stock. The 
defendants were each fined £2 and 10s. costs, the 
Stipendiary Magistrate remarking that the maximum 
penalty was £20. The Inspector stated that he had had 
many complaints about this butter, and that he had been at 
considerable trouble in procuring an official sample, although 
he had taken (by assistants) several test samples, which also 
proved that it was simply margarine. 


VINEGAR FRAUDS. 

At Marlborough-street Police Court, W., James 
Pa,ss was charged for adulterating vinegar with 
50 per cent, of water. Mr. Hitchings prosecuted on 
behalf of St. James’s Vestry. Inspector Cope deposed that 
he went into defendant’s shop on May 31st, and purchased 
the vinegar for the purpose of analysis. The certificate 
(produced) stated that there was 50 per cent, of added 
water. Defendant was fined £3 and costs. 

Morrell, 37, Carnaby-street was summoned for sell¬ 
ing vinegar containing' sulphuric acid. Mr. J. P. Drain 
appeared for the defence. Inspector Cope seated that on 
June 3rd, he asked for a pennyworth of vinegar. Dr. 
Edmunds said he found sulphuric acid in the sample. It 
was not an ingredient of vinegar, but was added in place 
of acetic acid. It was injurious to health. Mr. J. P. 
Grain: Do you know Allen’s 41 Commercial Guide”—a 
valuable work which states that one gallon of sulphuric 
acid is permitted by law to 1000 gallons of vinegar r* This 
addition is not necessary. Mr. B. E. Reina Newlands, 
E.C.S., P.S.A., said he was absolutely certain that there 
was no free sulphuric acid in the sample. Mr. Leo. 
Taylor, public analyst for Hackney and elsewhere, said he 
quite agreed with Dr. Newland’s report. The Magistrate 
adjourned the case for six weeks in order to send a sample 
to Somerset. House for the purpose of finding out whether 
'"the vinegar contained free sulphuric acid or not. 

UNSOUND TINNED LOBSTERS. 

Thomas Harper, of Stoney-lane, Houndsditch, was 
summoned, at Lambeth Police Court on July 13th, to 
answer the complaint of the Lambeth Vestry, that he on 
the 28th of May last sold to a Mr. C. Cullum twenty- 
three tins of lobster which were then unsound and unfit 
for food. Mr. G. Smith appeared in support of the 
summons. The evidence showed that the defendant on 
the 29th May called at Mr. Cullum’s shop in Flaxman- 
road, Brixton, and sold him twenty-three tins of lobster, 
which turned out to be bad. Mr. Cullum communicated 
with the vestry, and Inspector Gavin seized the tins and 
had them condemned at this court. In his evidence Mr. 
Cullum said the defendant called upon him as a traveller 
and represented that he was acting for Messrs. Sinclair, 
Patterson and Co., of Mark-lane. When the witness found 
the goods were bad he returned them to that firm, but 
they came back to him. * In answer to the defendant the 
witness said the tin he opened when the goods were 
delivered was good. The defendant gave evidence on his 
own behalf, and said he was a traveller for Messrs. Sinclair, 
Patterson and Co. These were their goods. Answering 
the Magistrate, he said he could not say why when the 
goods were sent back to Sinclair, Patterson and Co. as bad 
they were not kept. Mr. Smith : As a matter of fact does 
Sinclair, Patterson and Co. exist at all ? The defendant: 
Most decidedly. Mr. Smith : Have they got an office in 
Mark-lane ? The defendant: Yes • to receive communi¬ 
cations. Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant to pay a 
penalty of £10 and costs. 

THE DEBATE ON THE SALE OF FOOD AND 
DRUGS BILL. 

On the question that the Bill, as amended by the 
Standing Committee, be now considered in the House of 
Commons on July 17th. 


Mr. Strachey (Somerset, S.) moved, as an amendment, 
that the Bill be considered “ on this day three months.” 
He said that he moved this amendment on the ground 
that the Bill did not sufficiently guard the interests of the 
consumer and producer, and only to a slight extent pre¬ 
vented dishonest dealing. The Bill had been slightly 
improved in two respects by the Grand Committee, but 
those improvements had been carried against the Govern¬ 
ment. 

Dealing with the colouring of margarine and the 
opinion of traders on the subject, he urged that the Bill 
would do nothing to protect the consumer from having 
margarine foisted on him by rogues when it was coloured 
to resemble butter. The Manchester Chamber of Com¬ 
merce had unanimously condemned the colouring of mar¬ 
garine, and so had the Manchester and Salford District 
Grocers’ Association. He advocated the rejection of the 
Bill, principally in the interest of the consumer. While 
it was probable that there might be a few individuals who 
liked to have their margarine coloured like butter, he denied 
that this was the attitude of consumers as a whole. Up¬ 
wards of 288,000 members of trade unions had expressed 
the opinion that it would be a fraud on the consumer to 
allow margarine to be coloured like butter, and the agri¬ 
cultural classes of Somerset believed that the Bill would be 
of no use to them. The only persons who wished 
margarine to be coloured were the margarine manu¬ 
facturers, who were thus enabled to get a higher price for 
their produce. He concluded by moving the rejection of 
the Bill. 

Mr. Warner seconded the amendment. 

Mr. James Lowther said he was at a loss to under¬ 
stand how the Government had taken upthis subject of the 
colouring of margarine to resemble butter. If there was 
one subject more than another which united the agricul- 
tural^community it was this question. As to the colouring 
of one article to resemble another, he said no one Avas 
allowed to gild a shilling and pass it off as a sovereign, and he 
failed to see why any person should be allowed so to dis¬ 
guise one article of food as to induce persons to 
mistake it for another. That was a direct encouragement 
to fraud. 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) defended the President of 
the Board of Agriculture against the strictures of the hon. 
member for South Somerset. The right hon. gentleman 
had faithfully carried out his pledge to the Grand Com¬ 
mittee that he Avould be quite prepared to accept any 
amendment that would strengthen the Bill, and yet his hon. 
friend proposed to take a course which was tantamount to 
the rejection of the Bill. He pointed out the various strong 
provisions which had been introduced to secure the enforce¬ 
ment of the Act, and said the Government had done well 
in the matter and he intended to give them his consistent 
support. 

Mr. Long was astonished to hear an hon. member 
claiming to represent the agricultural interest say he wished 
to see the Bill rejected because it did not contain a pro¬ 
hibition of colouring. The abuses Avhich had crept into 
the sale of food and drugs were largely owing to lax 
administration of the law or no administration at all on 
the part of local authorities, but he ventured to say, 
speaking with full knowledge and responsibility, that if the 
department got the increased powers conferred by this Bill 
they should be able in no long period of time to deal 
successfully with the greater part of the offences. On the 
question of colouring, he was prepared to justify his view 
that he would be unjust to introduce a prohibition of 
colouring in relation to one article of food while leaving 
all others untouched. If such a prohibition Avere intro¬ 
duced, it would do little good in reducing the competition 
between margarine and butter, Avhile it would interfere 
materially with the production of an article of food which 
Avas wholesome and ought to be Avithin the reach of those 
who desired to consume it. The colouring had nothing to 
do with price. The only effect of the prohibition of 
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colouring in margarine would be materially to interfere 
with the production of a very valuable article of food, 
which ought not to be interfered with unless it was 
injurious to health. (Hear, hear.) 

Sir J. Leng said he was opposed to this Bill on 
diametrically opposite grounds to those which had been 
addressed to the house. He opposed it because it betrayed 
an almost insane hostility to an innocent, wholesome, and 
nutritious article of food, and because he regarded it as a 
triumph of the delusion of agriculturists as in the best 
way of benefiting themselves. (Hear, hear.) He had sat 
on the Select Committee oti the adulteration of food 
products and also on the Standing Committee on this Bill, 
and it was clear from what he saw and heard that the 
representatives of the agricultural or butter interest, as 
distinguished from the margarine interest, were united in 
an endeavour, if possible, to proscribe margarine as an 
article of food, or to surround the sale of it with such pains 
and penalties that the ordinary trader would be debarred 
from dealing in it. (Hear, hear.) This Bill had been 
forced upon the Government by agitation ; but no sooner 
was it introduced that it became apparent that it was a 
great disappointment to those who had pressed for it. 
Attempts had been made in Committee to prevent the 
colouring of margarine, but the President of the Board of 
Agriculture had resisted those attempts—and he hoped he 
■would resist them to the last—recognizing that a large 
branch of perfectly legitimate trade would be in danger. 
(Hear, hear.) The Act of 1887 contained the most 
stringent regulations. If they put the smallest percentage 
of margarine into butter the whole had to be sold as 
margarine. What they said was that the Act of 1887 was 
quite strong enough, its penalties heavy enough, and that 
it would be found sufficient if duly enforced. In clear 
cases there was no difficulty iu obtaining convictions under 
the existing law. He contended that it was a delusion on 
the farmer’s part that margarine was his greatest enemy 
in the matter of competition. The importation of butter, 
foreign and colonial, had more than doubled since the 
Margarine Act was passed. (Hear, hear.) From Denmark 
and Holland there had been a large increase in the import 
of butter, and they were very careful in those countries to 
exclude the suspicion that their butter was mixed with 
margarine. In was the same in the colonies, where they 
had established a high order of merit, and they wished to 
maintain it. These foreign and colonial countries sent 
their butter, not in driblets, but in great quantities. As 
to foreign margarine, there had been a steady decrease of 
the imports since the Act of 1887, but at home there was 
almost an equivalent increase in the manufacture of the 
article. There were grave objections to the Bill in its 
amended form. Clause 8 , which restricted the amount of 
butter-fat in margarine, was particularly obnoxious. The 
Chambers of Commerce of Edinburgh, Glasgow, Leith, 
and Dundee had all petitioned that House against its 
provisions, which, it was asserted, would prove the destruc¬ 
tion of the margarine trade. The clause, in his opinion, 
was altogether contrary to the principles of enlightened 
legislation, and should be amended. The denial of the 
right of trial by jury to those who were subjected under 
the Bill to very heavy fines and imprisonment was another 
grave objection to the measure. He hoped the House 
would not, for the first time, subject traders, who might 
in certain circumstances be quite innocently led into 
breaches of the proposed statute, to what would mean 
absolute ruin to them. (Hear, hear.) He trusted that in 
dealing with the questions involved in the Bill the House 
would have regard to all the interests concerned, and not 
be guided solely by consideration for the agricultural 
interest or for the interests of a section of dealers in butter. 
The expenses to which an imported article was subjected 
before being placed on the English market surely afforded 
sufficient protection to the English farmer. Let the farmers 
of England imitate the farmers of Scotland and deluded 
members of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce take 
example from the action of the Chambers of Commerce of 
Edinburgh and Glasgow. 


Sir W. Foster said the discussion had drifted into 
references to producers and manufacturers, but little had 
been said about consumers, who above all were interested 
in the Bill. (Hear, hear.) Much the Bill would do to 
protect the consumers against frauds injurious to health or 
pocket. Even if nothing but the third clause survived a 
great step in advance would be made in the direction of 
making our adulteration laws effective. Considering the 
amount of new matter introduced since the Bill received 
its second reading, and the important changes made in 
Standing Committee, this discussion was justified: but 
he hoped his hon. friend would not persist with his 
motion. 

Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, W.) said though he some¬ 
what sympathized with much that had been said in sup¬ 
port of the amendment he could not vote for it for the Bill 
contained many valuable provisions he would like to see 
extended to Ireland. Generally throughout Ireland there 
would be great disappointment that the grievance of the 
Irish butter trade had not been met. Irish manufacturers 
were not in the least afraid of honest competition, but they 
had to meet unfair and dishonest competition so long as 
margarine was allowed in colour to imitate butter. If 
margarine was as good, as wholesome, as nutritious as 
some of its patrons maintained, let it be sold under its 
natural colour, not made to deceive custumers under the 
appearance of butter. 

Mr. Lough said the interests of consumers who had 
small purses ought to be considered as well as the question 
of fraud. He did not think Parliament had progressed in 
its treatment of this question. The Act of 1875 dealt 
with food broadly. But in 1887 they had a bad measure 
which was full of margarine, and now they were to have 
another. He was sick of margarine. (Laughter.) He did 
not know anything at all of it consciously, but probably 
he had eaten it if it was as good as gentlemen on the front 
bench said it was. The House was dealing with national 
interests, and should therefore try and embody in the Bill 
principles which should apply to all articles. The interests 
of rich and powerful classes were protected in the Bill. 
(An hon. member.—“No. no.”) He had only to name 
the agricultural interest and the interests of the Butter 
Association. Margarine appeared to be an honest article 
and a useful food, but it got no fair-play in this Bill. 
There was nothing about the honest man in the Bill at all; 
it was aimed entirely at the fraudulent person. (Loud 
laughter.) The Bill was full of administrative confusion, 
ancl if a second examining authority were introduced at 
the port of entry it would result in articles getting through 
without examination. Articles of Food should be 
examined at the port of entry by the Customs authorities, 
with whom there should be no interference. The Bill 
made an invoice a warranty, but actually did not define 
what an invoice was. An invoice was usually written by 
the worst-paid clerk in a commercial establishment, and 
yet hereafter it would as a warranty bind the firm. There 
should,moreover,be a limit of time fixed during which action 
could be taken on the warranty. The right hon. gentleman 
in charge of the Bill had put down some amendments, but 
it would be better to withdraw the Bill altogether at that 
late period of the Session. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. Lambert, referring to the hon. member’s com¬ 
plaint that there was nothing in the Bill about honest 
people, said of course the Bill was aimed at fraudulent 
people. (Ministerial cheers.) The hon. member had made 
an Irish bull, he had said that he was sick of margarine, 
but had never consciously tasted it. (Laughter). That 
kind of argument was rather difficult to refute. The hon. 
member for Dundee was very severe on the Bill because it 
proposed to inflict imprisonment, but that penalty was 
only brought in on the third offence, and then at the 
discretion of the magistrate. It was a curious fact that 
the imports of butter from Holland were increasing, that 
country being the principal seat of the margarine trade. 
Holland exported 90 per cent, of margarine to this country, 
and the increase of butter from that country had 
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gone up 40 per cent, since 1895, and the suspicion 
was inevitable that a considerable amount of this margarine 
was imported in the shape of butter. That they hoped to 
stop by this Bill. He should support the Government 
because, though the Bill did not go far enough, it was 
better than no Bill at all. 

Sir C. Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton) strongly 
opposed the Bill, especially in regard to Clause 8, which 
restricts the manufacture or sale of margarine, the fat of 
which contains more than 10 per cent, of butter fat. 
He stated that the Corporation of Glasgow, the Scottish 
Wholesale Co-operative Society, and the Lanarkshire 
County Council were all opposed to this clause. He 
said this prevented the sale of a superior article and 
compelled people to buy an inferior one, and he 
ridiculed the notion that if there was more than 10 
per cent, of butter fat in margarine it was impossible to 
detect fraud. The more butter there was in margarine 
the better. 

Mr. Burns (Battersea).—Why not all butter f 

Sir C. Cameron.- Certainly. Why not all butter 
if sold as butter, but why not a mixture if sold as a 
mixture P He protested against special legislation for a 
special class. The Bill did not deal with the subject in a 
comprehensive manner. Instead of laying down general 
principles, the Bill gave to the Government a blank cheque 
in regard to Orders in Council, and while retailers were 
attacked, wholesale dealers were left untouched. The 
Bill contained several improvements which had been 
forced on the right hon. gentleman in Committee, those 
amendments being accepted by the Government with 
reluctance. On the whole, he would support the amend¬ 
ment if pressed to a division. 

Mr. Kilbride (Galway, 1ST.) denied that the Govern¬ 
ment had been coerced by the representatives of agriculture 
to bring in this Bill. It had been brought forward because 
of the admitted fraud which the existing state of the law 
was not sufficient to hinder, and in the interest of the 
honest traders. He knew no other article of food which 
could be rendered so unrecognizable by colouring as mar¬ 
garine. He denied that they wanted to kill the trade in 
margarine, which was a very wholesome, article of food. 
They were acting in the interests of the consumer. The 
Bill contained many valuable provisions, and was a 
considerable advance on the law as it stood. Let them see 
how it operated, and if its provisions were not sufficient to 
prevent frauds a stronger case than ever would be made 
out for stopping tne colouring of margarine. 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) pointed out that margarine 
could be bought at 4d. per lb. and sold at 8d. per lb., so 
there was a great inducement to fraudulent trading. Tons 
of margarine bought at 3^d. and 4d. per lb. were sold to 
the poor as butter, and margarine coloured was palmed off 
on the poor as butter and the price of butter paid for it. 
If was impossible to detect the difference, and in the 
interest of the farmers, who were seriously injured, and 
the consumers the Government ought to take steps to stop 
these frauds. The Bill did something in that direction, 
but did not go far enough. 

The motion for the rejection of the Bill was then 
negatived. 

On the return of the Speaker, after the usual interval, 
the House proceeded to consider the Bill. 

Sir C. Cameron moved the adoption of the following 
new clause:—“ When an employer is charged with an 
offence under this Act, he shall be entitled, upon informa¬ 
tion duly laid by him, to have any other person whom he 
charges as the actual offender brought before the Court at 
the time appointed for hearing the charge, and if^ after 
the commission of the offence has been proved, the employer 
proves to the satisfaction of the Court that he has used 
due diligence to enforce the execution of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, as defined by this Act, and 
that the said other person had committed the offence in 
question without his knowledge, consent, or connivance, 


the said other person shall be summarily convicted of such 
offence, and the employer shall be exempt from any 
penalty.” It was quite right that a man should be 
responsible civilly for every act of his employee, but there 
was no precedent for a criminal responsibility being fixed 
on one man for the action of another. This Bill proposed 
to treat an offence in the sale of food and drugs as a crime 
for which a man could be sent to prison, and unless the 
new clause he proposed was added to the Bill an employer 
might find himself sentenced to three months’ imprison¬ 
ment with hard labour for the act of an employee for which 
he ay as not responsible and for the prevention of Avhich he 
had used due diligence. 

Mr. Long opposed the amendment. Under the 16tli 
clause a person guilty of a breach of the Act was liable to 
a fine of £20 for the first offence, of £50 for the second 
offence, and of £100 for the third offence. But in the 
case of the third offence, if the offence, in the opinion of 
the Court, “ ivas committed by the personal act, default, 
or negligence of the person accused,” imprisonment for 
three offences might be imposed if the Court Considered 
that a fine would not meet the circumstances of the case. 
The master was therefore only liable to imprisonment for 
the third offence. It ay as the master who Avould receive 
the benefit of these repeated' evasions of the Act, and it 
Avas the master and not the servant—perhaps a boy earn¬ 
ing a few shillings a Aveek —who should be . held 
responsible. In the interests of fair play the House ought 
to adhere to the Bill as it stood, Avhich piovided that a 
master should be liable for the offence of his servant, but 
which guarded the master against the risk of unjust 
imprisonment. 

Mr. G. Whiteley (Stockport) said the Bill as it now 
stood was a good Bill, and was considered by the Com¬ 
mittee as a compromise between a vast number of 
conflicting interests. He, therefore, thought that 
only drafting amendments should be accepted by the 
House. 

Sir W. Foster said he did not Avant to injure or 
imperil the Bill by the introduction of unnecessary amend¬ 
ments, but it did seem to him to be somewhat hard 
that a man should be liable to severe penalties through 
the action of a malicious employee. He believed that in the 
Avorking of this Act cases might be found Avhich would 
justify the position taken up by the hon. baronet. 

Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnall-green, S.\\ 7 .)said the House 
Avas not bound by the conclusions at which the Grand Com¬ 
mittee had arrived. While he thought the Bill was a 
little too stringent, he did not think the particular 
part of it against Avhich this amendment Avas directed 
was open to objection ; and they Avould be reducing the 
Bill to a condition of futility if they adopted the amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, FT.) said he had a similar amend¬ 
ment on the paper. It did not seem to him to be right 
that in a case where it Avas proved that The offence Avas 
committed by another man the Board should not be 
allowed to convict the absolute offender. 

The Solicitor-General (Sir B. Finlay) said the 
employer Avas only liable to imprisonment in regard to 
the third offence, and where that third offence Avas 
shown to be due to the personal default of the employer. 

Mr. Evans opposed the amendment on the ground 
that it would introduce a neAV and very objectionable 
principle into a criminal laAV. 

The amendment Avas negatived without a division. 

Sir C. Cameron moved the insertion of the folloAving 
clause :—“ The provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, 1875, shall apply to and include every wholesale 
trader or manufacturer of any article of food or drug who 
shall sell to the prejudice of the purchaser any article of 
food or drug which is not of the nature substance, and 
quality of the article demanded by such purchaser ; and 
the 17th section of the said Act shall be read as if the 
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words £ whether by wholesale or ’ were inserted between 
the words ‘ on sale ’ and the words ‘ by retail ’ in the said 
section.” His object was to put the wholesale dealer in 
the same position in regard to the taking of samples as the 
retail dealer. As a seizure at the port of entry would be 
more effective than the prosecution of a hundred petty 
hucksters, so would a prosecution of a wholesale manu¬ 
facturer. 

(To be continued next week). 


A WEIRD ASSORTMENT IN CHINESE FOODS. 

An uncanny fascination lingers about the Celestial 
Pood Show which is one of the principal exhibits at the 
Chinese Fair, now being held in the Grand Central 
Palace (says the “New York Tribune”). More than a 
hundred specimens of dried fruits, vegetables, fish, 
preserves, and other “ delicacies,” each of which has been 
thoughtfully labelled for the instruction of the visitor, are 
arranged upon a large stand in the centre of the main 
room. Few of the articles have any resemblance to any¬ 
thing that a Caucasian has ever eaten, and this makes 
them the more interesting, though the appearance of most 
of them is not such as to inspire any great degree of 
enthusiasm about adding them to one’s bill of fare. The 
inscriptions accompanying the specimens are given here 
literally, just as they were copied, and it will be admitted 
that they show an earnest endeavour to inform the public 
correctly regarding the various kinds of food. For 
example, upon a can of what many people would call -Li 
Chee nuts—for they have already found favour outside of 
the Chinese quarter—is this information, evidently 
intended to correct a popular mistake:— 

Li Chee is not nuts, but a juicy fruits that grow on 
big tree, it meat is white, juicy, and full of flavours. 

“ Frishly canned.” 

A sticky, dark-coloured little dab of something on a 
saucer is marked— 

“ Spiced orange peel. 

Use as luxurious.” 

A similar portion in another dish is said to be spiced 
crab-apple, and the same direction is given regarding its 
use. Here and there among the other articles of food 
are occasional dishes which are also to be employed “as 
luxurious.” A dish of decrepit-looking yellow mush¬ 
rooms bears that name, and below it the explanation — 
“ Souping and Chop Suey Stuff.” Plenty more “ souping 
stuff ” is to be found in the collection, notably a big bunch 
of seaweed, matted together and black as a hat. It is 
presumed that another tangled mass which resembles black, 
curled horsehair is also to be made into soup, as it is 
difficult ts see how it could be swallowed in any other 
form. It is labelled— 

“ Coon’s Hair rock moss. 

Grow on top of Pock upon high mountain.” 

There are “ Soup cases, made from tea berries and 
rice shells,” “ Kum Kwat fruit,” and “Preserved Wong 
Pee,” the latter two possessing at least the merit of 
attractive, mysterious-sounding titles. Among the many 
kinds of tea, that known as “Soy Sen” is described as 
“ Tea that grow upon peck of the mountain that perpetual 
covered with fog.” 

A Celestial Restaurant. 

On a large plate are four or five black objects that 
look precisely like potatoes which have been roasted in the 
ashes of a wood Are. They are, however, according to the 
label, “ Pickled ducks’ eggs, salted and covered with rice 
straw ashes.” More peculiar-looking still are the “ Ducks’ 
pads,’’which also appear to havebeen pickled'anddried. Fish, 
a favourite diet with the Chinese, is represented by a 
variety of specimens. A big sea eel, a rough, spiny shark’s 
fin, and sea shrimp of numerous sizes and colours are all 
dried, but not wholly divested of their odour, which keeps 
observers at a respectful distance. These are only a few 


of the articles taken at random from the table collection, 
but in the Chinese restaurant connected with the Fair 
there is an extensive menu, from which visitors may select 
almost any of the dishes popular in China town. The 
best known of the various kinds of “chow” or food 
offered is, of course, “ chop suey,” a stew of duck and 
chicken giblets, young bean shoots, celery, and sometimes 
mushrooms. Then there is “ kai tong,” or roast chicken ; 
“ tahn ping,or egg omelet, and “ ho tong,” or dried oyster 
soup. Some of the less common dishes are “ mo ku pok 
op”—pigeon with mushrooms —and “ehu koek ho chee” 
— pigs’ feet with oyster sauce. Two of the most expensive 
orders that can be given are for “ yen wu,” or bird’s nest 
soup, 1\50 dol. a plate, and “gai see ye chee,” a soup of 
chicken and sharks’ fins, which never costs less and some¬ 
times more than 2 dols. a plate. One of the cheapest 
dishes on the list is “ chu yok su meen,” a name which has 
been Americanized to “ Yakuman ” and “ Yockaman,” in 
which forms it is more familiar. “Yakuman ” is merely 
a soup of meat and vermicelli, costing 10 cents, a plate. 
Plenty of tea; “ fahn,” or boiled rice, and “ soy,” a sauce 
used upon almost everything, are served with all orders. 
When an elaborate dinner is called for “ no my tzow,” or 
rice wine, is also served in cups — St. James s Gazette. 


SOME QUEER DRINKS. 

Op the many extraordinary drinks regularly consumed, 
the blood of live horses may perhaps be considered the 
most so. Marco Polo and Carpini were the first to tell the 
world of the practice of the Tartars and Mongols opening 
the vein in their horses’ necks, taking a drink and closing 
the wound again. As far as can be seen, this has been the 
practice from time immemorial. 

There is a wine habitually consumed in China which 
is made from the flesh of lambs reduced to paste with 
milk, or bruised into pulp with rice, and then fermented. 
It is exceptionally strong and nutritious, and powerfully - 
stimulating to the entire physical organism. 

The Laplanders drink a great deal of smoked snow¬ 
water, and one of the national drinks of the Tonquinese is 
arrack flavoured with chickens’ blood. The list would be 
scarcely complete without mention of absinthe, which may 
be called the national spirituous drink of France. It is a 
horrible compound of alcohol, anise, coriander, fennel, 
wormwood, indigo, and sulphate of copper.- It is strong, 
nasty, and is in every way a moral and physical poison.— 
Lig. Tv. JReu. 

THE VALUE OF CONCENTRATED FOODS. 

In the second Baillie lecture, delivered at St. George’s 
Hospital, by Dr. W. ITowship Dickinson, on the 18th ult., 
the subject of “Concentrated Foods” was dealt with by 
the lecturer in the following terms ;—“ I might take a 
short chapter like that ‘ Concerning Snakes in Iceland,’ 
and say that there are no such things. For ‘ human 
nature’s daily food ’ are required certain weights of 
nitrogen, carbon, oxygen, and hydrogen which are ultimate 
forms of matter and not capable of concentration or further 
reduction to essential principles. An ox cannot be got 
into a teacup by any other process than by leaving the 
greater part af the animal 'outside. The stomach of the 
average man demands every twenty-four hours twenty-one 
grammes of nitrogen, or about three-quarters of an ounce ; 
307 grammes of carbon, or about eleven ounces; twelve 
grammes of hydrogen, not quite half an ounce ; besides 
sulphur and salts. This is required to make up for the 
waste—to restore what leaves his body in various shapes. 
Three-quarters of a pound of carbon cannot be got into 
less than three-quarters of a pound. The nutritive effect 
cannot be separated from the bulk. The man must have 
liis pound of flesh. He has to find fuel and to replace 
waste—charcoal to burn and nitrogen for repairs; If he 
does not get the necessary poundage he will dwindle, peak, 
and pine. His account of profit and loss must be adjusted 
according to weight. A drachm of Liebig’s extract cannot 
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supply more than a drachm. Quality cannot supply the 
place of quantity. The chief nourishers of life’s feast are 
not creatin and creatinin, but albumin, myosin, fat, gluten, 
starch, and sugar. None of these are capable of being 
administered otherwise than in their natural bodies and 
corporeal bulk. A sick person who is presented with 
Valentine’s food in teaspoonfuls when he should have milk 
in pints has as much right to complain as I should have if 
I were to ask for a steak in the luncheon-room, and be 
put off with a minute quantity of Liebig out of the shop. 
I might object that whatever the virtues of the Liebig it 
was not filling at the price. But we cannot reckon con¬ 
centrated extracts as entirely useless, though they are not, 
properly speaking, food. They contain little or no albumin 
—some little, some none—no fat, and of the vegetable 
carbohydrates none. They contain salts and extractives 
which may be accessories to food, but are not food itself. 
Perhaps they may be regarded as complementary or 
supplementary to the essentials of food, and may in special 
circumstances have special use. I have long been in the 
habit of using them to help to make up for the loss by 
suppuration, and so prevent or retard the consequent 
lardacity. So far as pus carries off the salts meat extracts 
cannot fail to supply the means of replacing them. These 
extracts are, of course, only to be employed as superadditions 
to a diet abundant in other respects, not as substitutes 
for any part of it. They cannot take the place of nutriment 
in bulk. Beside their power of supplying salts and 
extractives which under special circumstances may be 
wanting it is supposed that they have some stimulant 
action. But the utility of concentrated foods has been 
greatly exaggerated in practice ; they are additions to the 
essential diet, not substitutes for it. It is possible that a 
pennyworth of milk may be worth more to the patient 
than a shillingworth of Liebeg’s extract.”— Lancet. 


BORAX IN EXPORTED MEATS. 

Before the Senate Pure Food Investigating Com¬ 
mittee, at one of its sessions in Chicago, Mr. Robert T. 
Lunham. of the Lunham Packing Company, talking of 
preservatives in packed meats, said - the export of meats 
was insignificant until borax was employed. The use of 
that chemical is now universal among the packers of meat 
for export. After the meat is cured in salt, the borax is 
applied at the rate of five to seven pounds to a 500-pound 
box of bacon. 

The English did not like the meat when shipped 
without borax. A slime forms on such meats, and it is 
too salt. There is no secret about the use of borax. Mr. 
Lunham did not think the meat absorbed any of the 
chemical. 

The effect of a law prohibiting the use of borax in 
packing meats would, in his opinion, bring the business to 
a standstill. 

Centuries ago their forefathers cured meats without 
the use of borax, which were unexcelled for texture and 
flavour; but the process required more time and care than 
the newer methods, which may have all the merits 
claimed and be harmless. Let meats preserved with 
borax be so labelled, and the people will decide very 
quickly as to whether the meat is wholesome and such as 
they want. 


TEA AND DIGESTION. 

A German physiologist has tried the effect of tea on 
the process of digestion by means of an artificial digestive 
fluid. His results bear out the accepted doctrine that tea, 
like coffee, retards digestion. The tannin or tanning 
principle of the tea is chiefly instrumental in hampering 
the digestion, and hence people with weak digestions should 
not drink brown, or “strong ” tea; that is, tea which has 
been allowed to infuse for any time, and thus “ draw ” out 
the tannin of the leaves. Moreover, as China tea, as a rule, 
contains less tannin than the Indian sorts, it is preferable 
for brainworkers and persons of sedentary habits. 


TESTS UPON TUBERCULOUS COWS. 

Experiments upon tuberculous cows which have been 
conducted at the Ohio Experiment Station throw some 
doubt on the correctness of the theory that tuberculosis is 
communicated by the use of the milk of consumptive cows. 
Two years ago eleven cows were condemned by the tuber¬ 
culin test. They were segregated, but in no other respect 
was any change made in their care. Their milk was fed 
to calves, one of which, after having been thus nourished for 
seven months, showed no reaction with tuberculin, and no 
tubercules were found post-mortem. The eleven cows 
were slaughtered recently, and the government inspector 
condemned the carcasses, of only two of them as being 
unfit for food. 


APPETITSILD IN BLOWN TINS. 

Mr. John Bradland Stavanger, Norway, writes: 
“ Appetitsild is not what is generally understood by 
‘ canned goods,’ inasmuch as it is not cooked or sterilised, 
but is simply cured by salt and spices, much in the same 
manner as herring or mackerel. Appetitsild, which is 
simply skin and boneless anchovies, may as well be packed 
in wooden packages as barrels or kegs, and will keep from 
season to season in the wood. The goods are packed in 
tins merely because it would be inconvenient to place a 
barrel or keg on the breakfast or lunch table, and not 
because the goods need to be packed in an air-tight 
package. 

“ The ‘ blowing ’ of the tins, so far from being a sign 
of the spoiling of the contents, is by experts in the trade 
and connoisseurs in general considered to be a sure sign of 
thorough maturity or ‘ ripeness ’.” 

“ Anchovies and appetitsild may of course spoil, as 
may herring or mackerel, or any other food product; but 
“ blown ’ tins do not indicate that such is the case.” 


THE IRISH DAIRY ASSOCIATION AND THE — 
NEW FOOD AND DRUGS ACTS. 

At the annual meeting of this association the follow¬ 
ing resolutions were adopted. 

“That this association considers the ‘Foods and 
Drugs Bill ’ at present before Parliament to be faulty in 
the following respects :—First, that the restriction of the 
amount of butter fat permissible in margarine to 10 per 
cent, is likely to cause great injury to the butter trade and 
annoyance to the retailers; that the percentage should be 
restricted to 5, or left entirely open. Secondly, that a 
clause should be inserted to prevent margarine being 
coloured to resemble butter. Thirdly, that the certificate 
of any analyst whose qualifications are approved by the 
Local Government Board should be accepted as evidence. 
Fourthly, that the registration of margarine factories 
should be taken out of the local authorities, and made 
compulsory under heavy penalties.” 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED. 

We are informed that Mr. J. G. Snelling, of Rampant 
Horse Street, Norwich, with other influential citizens of 
good commercial repute and standing have joined the 
Board of Coleman and Co.,' Limited, “ Wincarms” Works, 
Norwich. 

REVIEW. 

Holidays in the Old Flemish Cities and the 
Ardennes, by Percy Lindley. —This booklet, written in 
the interests of the Great Eastern Railway Company, 
contains many delightful views of Oudenarde, Antwerp, 
Malines, Brussels, Ghent, Bruges, Ypres, and in a charming 
gossipy style Mr. Lindley imparts a great amount of 
information which tourists and travellers will find very 
useful. We have personally tested for some years the 
advantages the Great Eastern Railway Company offer via 
Harwich to the Continent, and as regards comfort, con¬ 
venience, and civility it would be hard indeed to improve 
upon the service. 
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MONTSERRAT >r 

T^egreat Tlfirst-Quencfyer. 

UNIVERSALLY ADMITTED TO BE the PUREST AND BEST. 


IN HOT WEATHER What to drink is most important. The Lancet advises Lime-Fruit Juice, having tested and found 
the famous “MONTSERRAT” brand absolutely pure—a most delicious, refreshing, healthful Drink. Made from 
the Ripe Fruit of Cultivated Limes grown in the famous Island of Montserrat, W.I. 


IRYEN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., 1 T TUP D DA AT 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings &. Cumberland Street, j IlIA I Lilli \J \J li I 

WARRANTED PURE. 

“ LI-YER ” brand of lard. 

THOMAS WOOD’S 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 

2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 

Jam Factory—SWANLEY, KENT, 

... "° ,k ‘ MARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 

ROBERT BURNETT & CO., 

VAUXHALL, LONDON. 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 



H. C. JANSEN’S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST, 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 
International Bakery Exhibition, Amsterdam, 1886 


It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 

GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF HONOUR I Highest Award ever given 
DIPLOMA of HONOUR ) for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition , 

Ghent, Belgium, 189S. 
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Freemans Digestive Baking Powder 

For Strength, Purity, Price, and Adaptability, 

HAS NEVER BEEN EQUALLED. 


It is free from Alum and Absolutely Pure. GUARANTEE placed on Lid of 

every Box sent out. 


For twenty-two years Freeman & Hildyard have pointed out the injurious 
character of Baking Powder containing Alum, and have at all times given 
a guarantee that every article manufactured or sold by them under what¬ 
ever name, is pure and free from any injurious ingredient. 


SOLD BY EVERY LONDON WHOLESALE HOUSE AT LIST PRICE\ 

Lists on Application to— 

FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 
DOWDEN’S GREEN LABEL 

BRITISH GQINES 

Need no licence to sell, and are acknowledged the country over as being the STANDARD OF EXCELLENCE. 

They command the Highest Price—Pay a Protected Profit of 20 per cent.— and will give every 

Satisfaction to yourself and your Customer. 

9s. Per Doz.==Carriage Paid==Gross Lots at 8s. 6d. Per Doz. 

SAMPLES CAN BE SEEN AT THE MANCHESTER OFFICE. 


rv/vil 7T\ClVT f 4- A 42, Dock Street, LONDON. 

UU W U L It 9 Llfl., 318, Corn Exchange Buildings, MANCHESTER, 

THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says 
“ The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing 
epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
similar diseases.” 

M. de Freycinet (Report of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Ojficiel, February 14th, 1892), 
says :—“ Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
this date over 200,000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 
with Pasteur Filters. 

Made, in a variety of Patterns for 


Sir Henry Roscoe, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. ( Westminster Gazette,. 
September 8th, 1893), says :—“ Ordinary filters are no good at all r 

The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material. Dr. H. H. Johnston, D.Sc., M.D., C.M,/ 
states :—“ The Pasteur=Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes. 


J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 147, HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 

West-End Show Rooms-203, VICTORIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


Printed and Published by M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria-lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications must be addressed. 
On sale by E. W. Allen, 4, Ave-Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, E.O, 
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Yol. X.—No. 364. 


LONDON: SATURDAY, JULY 29, 1899. 


Subs. 6s. 6d, per Ann., Post Free, 

PRICE ONE PENNY. 



ENTIRELY FREE FROJ[ JILL ADMIXTURES, SUCH AS KOLA, MALT, HOPS, Ac. 

NO ALKALI USED TO DARKER THE COLOUR. 

Insist on having CADBURY’S (sold only in Packets and Tins) as other Cocoas are often substituted for the sake of Extra Profit. 


BELLADONNA BLASTERS. 


SEABUBY & JOHNSON, 


HAVE FOR YEARS MAINTAINED . '5 PER CENT . OF BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS AS .THE STANDARD STRENGTH FOR THEIR 

BELLADONNA PLASTERS. ' * 

It has become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna Plasters ” which contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 


Report of THE LANCET December 3rd, 1898. 

“Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis 
but—of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly over half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” __ 


Sole Depot for Great Britain apd Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, SI & 32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, EC. 


Invalid Bovril, 


Virol 


in a 

x beef 

digestion and assimilation 


is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growth and nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Red Bone Marrow, and Fresh S>o-s. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of Cod Liver Oil. 430 ’ 

Other Preparations. 

Beef Jelly. 

Liebig’s Extract of Beef. 

Malto-Carnis (“ Caffyn’s”). 

Liquor Carnis (“Car ' ‘ 

Meat Juice). 


Bovril Wine. 

Bovril Lozenges. 

Bovril Meat Juice (Raw Meat 
Juice). 

Bovril Biscuits. 


(“Caffyn’s”) (Raw 


Bovril Stamnoids (A “Food by the 
Way”). 

Bovril Chocolate. 

Bovril Cocoa. 

Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 

Rrt VRIL DIET CHARTS. - r Medica . 1 gentlemen will learn with interest that these useful pocket publications (No. i for ordinary use, No. 2 

.V . „ T V for use in lever cases) which have hitherto proved of considerable service to the professiou can still he had on 

application to Bovril Limited. 30, Farringdon Street, E.C. 

BOY RIL, LIMITED, Food Specialists and iHospital Purveyors, LONDON. 

Contractors to Her Majesty’s and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON* Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNCANNON, C.B 

Consulting Chemist: SIR EDWARD FRANKLAND, K.C.B., D.C.L., F.I.C., Corr Memb. French lnstitute 
Analyst: WILLIAM HARKNESS, F.I.C., P.C.S., F.R.M.S.’, 40 Years Food Analyst”” H.M Qovernment. 


Digitized by 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Original from 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 





Generated on 2020-07-2O 21:55 GMT / https://hdl.handle.net/2027/mdp.39015059370141 

Public Domain in the United States / http://www.hathitrust. 0 rg/access_use#pd-us 


362 


FOOD AND SANITATION. 


July 29, 1899. 


EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 



HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. [6d., Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One 6d. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. 6d., Is., and 
5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delicious Custards without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S GINGER-BEER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer. Packets, 3d. and 6d. 

GOODALL’S BRUNSWICK BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves, Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles. 6d. and Is. 

GOODALL’S LAVENDER WATER. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

GOODALL’S PLATE POWDER. 

For Polishing and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious Blancmange in a'Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d.and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S JELLY SQUARES, 

Makes a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In £ pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., 6d., and Is. each. 


ProprietoriKGOODALL, BACKHOUSE & Co., LEEDS. 



Monthly Price List of Patent Medicines, Grocers’ Sundries, &c., will be sent post free on application. 

GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & CO., LEEDS 

IMPORTANT TO GROCERS AND BAKERS. 


If you wish to avoid loss of money, repute and trade, caused by PROSECUTIONS for 
ADULTERATION, SELL ONLY YEAST manufactured by the foHowing firms: 


C. A. Beukers. 

J. Houtman. 

P. J. Meijer. 

Vrijland Van Den 

W. A. Beukers. 

Jansen & Co. 

Ths. Cs. Melchers. 

Hoogen & Co. 

P. Boezemeijer & Co 

H. C. Jansen. 

Niedfeld & Co. 

Walrayen Beukers 

A. Daalmeijer. 

Jansen & Tak. 

P. SCHILTMAN. 

& Co. 

J. H. Van Gent. 

Van Kan & Co. 

J. J. Tonino. 

B. A. J. WlTTKAMPF. 

Hamer & Co 

M. Kranen. 

J. Van Der Valk & Co. 

J. WlTKAMP & CO. 

Hoek & Co. 

P J. Lagerweij. 

Jan Vrijland. 

P. J. WOUTERLOOD. 


The above Firms are Members of the 

YEAST SNION, SCHIEDAM, 

And guarantee their Yeast absolutely pure and free from any adulteration whatever. 


Every Package bears their Trade Mark. 

Eveig Shipment to England is analysed, and ang piember of the Yeast Onion (Schiedam), gnilty of 
adulterating Yeast would he fined heavy penalties. 


NOTE : Yeast Union (Schiedam) Yeast is guaranteed free from 
Adulteration. Resist all inducements to deal in any other Yeast. 
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COLEMAN’S 

“WINCARNIS” 

OR 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 

IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 

Seven Gold flledals and One Silver CDedal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles, 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 


Sole Manufacturers: 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

.Food and Sanitation I will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve „ 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III., V., and VI., may be 
obtained from E. W. Allen, 4. Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, 
London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 

Binding Oases for Food and Sanitation, in cloth, gold 

lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. Allen, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price Is. 6d. each. 
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Food and Sanitation 

SATURDAY, JULY 29, 1899. 


SPECIAL NOTICE- 

CHANGE OF ADDRESS._—— 

All communications for the Editor of “ Food and Sanitation 
must be addressed to 

4, AVE MARIA-LANE, 

LONDON, EX. 


CONDENSED “ SKIMMED ” OR “ SEPARATED ” 
MILK. 

At last the alteration in the law which we demanded 
seven years ago is on the point of being made, bnt we very 
much fear if those indiscreet advocates who insisted on 
bettering our original demand that the word “ skimmed ” 
should be as large and plain as the words condensed milk, 


by clamouring that the word should be “ separated ” have 
not only covered themselves with ridicule, but spoilt the 
measure. Anyone who knows the lives of the poor who 
mainly use this cheap skimmed milk is well aware that 
they understand the word “skimmed,” but “separated” 
conveys no meaning to them. Indeed it is likely that the 
average user would regard milk so labelled as a superior 
article. Hence there is much to be said for Mr. Hey wood 
Johnstone’s Amendment that such milk tins should bear the 
statement “ not suitable for feeding infants.” Mr. Long 
agreed to consider some form of words to meet this demand. 
Some of the suggestions made were absurdity itself, thus 
Mr. Bartley suggested “ Bad for babies ” whilst Sergeant 
Hemphill thought “ Infanticide ” suitable. We are 
entirely in favour of suppressing the sale of condensed 
skimmed milk for infants feeding, but we must protect 
against some of the unwarranted statements made in the 
debate. For example, Mr. Strachey said “ this stuff was 
merely chalk and water.” This is untrue and grossly 
unfair to a valuable article of Commerce. Condensed 
skimmed milk contains a high proportion of nutriment, 
and if other fat were added to it to replace the butter fat 
abstracted, it would be little if any less valuable than the 
best condensed whole milk. Its cheapness makes it a real 
boon for hundreds of thousands of workers in the mills 
throughout the United Kingdom. It keeps longer than 
new milk, it is more portable, and it is free from the risk of 
spreading disease. Mr. Strachey and his friends who 
denounce it in the way we comment on are either very ill 
informed or the victims of prejudice. 


ADULTERATED CAMPHORATED OIL. 

At Kingston County Bench, Thomas E. Butler, 
carrying on the business of a grocer and provision merchant 
at the Post Office, Hook-road, Surbiton, was summoned 
for unlawfully selling a certain drug, to wit, camphorated 
oil, which was deficient in camphor 40 per cent.., and was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. 
There was a second summons against. Messrs. Bell, Sons 
and Co., Limited, of 33 and 37, Lydia Ann-street, Liver¬ 
pool, from whom Mr. Butler obtained the oil, for havincr 
falsely described the same as “ genuine camphorated oil.” 
Mr. R. A. Houghton, county inspector, gave evidence. 
Mrs. Butler said that the oil was sold in small bottles in 
exactly the same way as it was supplied by tl e wholesale 
firm. Mr. Cockburn said that the Bench considered it 
a petty fraud by which poor people suffered. They did 
not think any blame whatever was attached to Mr. Butler, 
and the summons against him would be dismissed, but in 
the other case the penalty would be £5, with 14s. 6cl. costs. 


A LARGE AMERICAN COMPANY FINED FOR 
BAD AMERICAN PORK. 

At Birmingham on July 19th, an American Beef 
Company were summoned for exposing for sale, on 
the 16th May, seven loins of pork which were unfit for 
human food. There was a second charge of depositing a 
quantity of bad pork for the purposes of sale. Mr. E. V. 
Hiley appeared to prosecute, and Mr. H. A. McCardie 
(instructed by Messrs. Buller and Cross) defended. Mr. 
Hiley stated that the defendants were one of the large 
American beef companies, having places of business all 
over the country, and they occupied two stalls in the City 
Meat Market, in Braclford-street. On the 16th of May, 
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tlie Corporation inspector visited one of the stalls, and 
found on tlie stand four loins of pork which were bad 
and unfit for food. The meat was spotted, sour, and 
stinking’. In a box at the back of the stall there were 
three loins of pork in a similar condition. The meat was 
seized and condemned by a magistrate. Subsequently the 
inspector requested the manager to open some boxes of 
pork which were at the back of the stall deposited for 
sale. These boxes contained forty-six loins of pork, which 
were also unfit for food, and there were fourteen other 
loins, of which the one end was bad aud the other end 
good. These also were condemned by a magistrate and 
destroyed. The weight of the meat exposed for sale was 
981b., and the weight of that deposited was 7031b. 
Inspector Hothersall bore out Mr. Hiley’s statement. 
Cross-'examined by Mr. McCardie, the witness admitted 
that on the boxes' was a small label bearing the certificate 
of the American authorities. Dr. Hill, who examined the 
pork, described it as being in a state of considerable 
decomposition. The meat was bad, wet, and very much 
softened and offensive in odour. For the defence, Mr. 
McCardie submitted that in regard to the forty-six loins 
no offence had been committed, as they had not been 
unpacked. The defendants were always careful to obtain 
certificates from America, so that no diseased meat, 01 - 
meat in an unsatisfactory conditon, is shipped to them, 
and every piece of meat received by them is marked by the 
proper authority, indicating that it is in good condition. 
A previous conviction was recorded against the defendant, 
and the magistrates, after a short retirement, stated that 
they had decided to convict with regard to the four pieces 
of pork which were exposed for sale on the stall. It was 
a very bad case, and the defendant’s, they said, would be 
fined £20 and costs for each piece, making £80 and costs 
in all. Mr. McCardie intimated that defendants might 
appeal against the decision, and the magistrates stated 
that they had not dismissed the other cases ; they had not 
considered them. 


UNSOUND FRUIT. 

At Forth London Police Court on July 20, the sanitary 
inspector of the Hackney Vestry asked Mr. Dickenson to 
make an order for the destruction of 55 baskets of black 
currants which he had just seized inside the jam factory of 
Messrs. Gayton, of Hackney Wick. The fruit was brought, 
to the court in a van. Mr. Dickinson said he had smelt so 
many nasty things of late that he rather hesitated. Mr. 
Gayton said he had not opened these baskets until the 
sanitary inspector called, and he would not have used the 
bad fruit in his business. He did not object to the 
condemnation. The fruit was condemned. 


A MAGISTRATE REFUSES AN ORDER TO 
CONDEMN UNSOUND TINNED FOOD. 

At Thames Police Court on July 18th, Mr. H. G. 
Young, solicitor, acting on behalf of the Poplar Board, of 
Works, applied to Mr. Mead for an order to condemn a 
large number of tins of lobster, pate de foie gras, and milk. 
In consequence of a communication from the Greenwich 
sanitary inspector, Dr. Alexander, medical officer, and the 
Poplar sanitary inspectors, Messrs. Anthony and Bullock, 
went to 12, Stainsby Hoad, Poplar, in the occupation of 
Messrs. Vernon and Co. They saw a young man who 
denied that any tinned food was on the premises, and 
showed them over the upper portion of the house, but on 
the inspectors going into the basement they found 81 tins 
of the above-mentioned foods, all of which, in the opinion 
of the medical officer ; were unsound aud unfit for the food 
of man. It was also the opinion of that gentleman that 
the tins were deposited there for the purposes of sale. 
The young man refused his name, but it was afterwards 
found to be one well-known at that court in connection 
with bad tinned food. Mr. Mead said he had an aversion 
to making ex-parte orders, as there was no urgency. Mr. 
Young submitted there was, and the young man, Vernon 


Fells, was present at that court.—Mr. Mead repeated that 
he saw no necessity for making the order. It was not 
compellible, and he could use his discretion. Pie had made 
up his mind not to grant .such orders unless' there was 
much urgency. He should decline the application.— 
At Thames Police Court, on July 20th, Mr. George 
Hay Young, solicitor, stated he had to make another 
application to Mr. Mead for an order to destroy a large 
quantity of bad tinned food, which had been seized by Dr. 
Alexander, medical officer, and Mr. E. Miners, sanitary 
inspector to the Poplar District Board of Works. Acting 
on certain information, Dr. Alexander and the sanitary 
inspector went to some stables at Wilson Street, rented by 
Vernon Fells, and there found stores of bad tinned food, 
which they seized and had brought to the Court in a van. 
As the goods were quite bad, he asked for an order of 
condemnation. Mr. Mead said he failed to see any 
urgency. Mr. Young rejoined it was a serious matter, 
and if they had to keep all these sort of things, sufficient 
room could not be found. Vernon Fells was called into 
Court and claimed the tinned food as his property. He 
objected to all the tins being destroyed as some were good. 
Mr. Mead said in that event he did not think it right to 
make an order. Mr. Young could have a summons against 
Fells, but they had better first agree as to the good and 
bad tins. Later in the day Mr. Mead granted a summons 
against Vernon Fells. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

At East Penwith Petty Sessions on July 18th, Thomas 
Tressider, landlord of the Royal Standard, Redruth, 
pleaded guilty to selling whiskey 28-61 degrees under¬ 
proof. On being sworn he said he believed he was acting 
justly, but had not had a tester for his liquor. Mr. W. 
Cole Pendarves (the chairman) : It is a very curious thing 
that when you do these things you never put in less water 
than you are allowed. (Laughter). Tressider: I am a 
new hand in the business, and I hope you will make a 
little allowance. For the future I will have a tester to test 
my liquors. The Chairman : You must be careful if you 
make a mistake to make it the other way. (Laughter). 
If you sell a considerable quantity of whisky and adulterate 
even to this extent, you make a large amount of money 
which you ought not to make.—Fined 10s. and 28s. costs. 

At Pontypridd, on July 20th, the landlady of the 
Bridge Inn, Pontypridd, Mrs. Elizabeth Thomas, was 
summoned for selling adulterated spirits. . Mr. Colenzo 
Jones defended. Superintendent Cole gave evidence 
to purchasing spirits at the house on the date 
mentioned, and sending a quantity to the public analyst. 
The certificate showed that the whisky was 374 degrees 
under proof instead of 25 ; the rum 38instead of 25 ; and 
the gin 37 instead of 35. There was no card hanging in 
the room to that effect. Mrs. Thomas said she was not 
present at the time. The house was being painted, and the 
painters had taken the notices down. The Bench fined 
defendant Is. and cost in two of the cases, and the gin case 
was dismissed. 

George Hamm, landlord of the Bunch of Grapes, 
Pontypridd, was also charged with selling rum 32J 
degrees under proof. The case was proved again by 
Superintendent Coles, and defendant was ordered to pay 
the costs. 

A similar charge was heard against Mrs. Thomas, 
Sportsman Hotel, which was, on the application of Mr. J. 
Phillips, adjourned. 

At Thames, on July 20th, Walter Williams, of the 
Anchor and Hope, Jamaica-street, Stepney, was summoned 
for selling gin 7*8 degrees below the minimum strength. 
Mr. George Hay Young prosecuted, and Mr. Maitland 
(Maitlands, Peckham, and Co.) defended. On the 22nd 
June the inspector’s man purchased a pint of gin, for 
which he paid Is. 8d. On Mr. Twaites, the inspector, 
entering the saloon-bar his attention was drawn to a notice 
stating that all spirits sold were diluted, but it could not 
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easily be seen from that portion of the house. Mr. 
Twaites said he saw no label until the defendant drew his 
attention to it. The screen was behind the counter, and at 
right angles to the latter. In order to see it at all from 
the saloon-bar one must be at the extreme right hand of 
the counter. He told the defendant it would be more 
satisfactory to put a label on each bottle. The inspector, 
in reply to Mr. Maitland, denied that it was another 
attempt to put labels on the bottles. He could see the 
back of another notice. The screen prevented him properly 
seeing the notice. He had been to the house on a previous 
occasion when he had seen a notice. In answer to the 
charge, Mr. Maitland submitted that the last answer con¬ 
cluded the whole matter. It was perfectly obvious that 
the inspector went with the object of not seeing the notice. 
That was the difficulty in which the trade was placed, 
owing to the inspectors acting in that perfunctory manner. 
The screen did not prevent the eye catching sight of the 
notice. The defendant, in reply to Mr. Mead, said he had 
been in the house for eight months. Mr. Mead : And 
when you went in you put up a notice, “ This house is 
entirely under new management ? ” The defendant : Yes. 
Mr. Mead : That implied that the old order of things was 
entirely done away with. That is always done by 
publicans, but why I don’t know. The defendant ought 
to take more precautions to let his customers know the 
custom of the trade. He would be fined 40s. 

At Auckland, on July 24th, Robert Crawford, land¬ 
lord of the Two Bay Horses Inn, Hunwick, who was 
represented by Mr. J. T. Proud, pleaded guilty to selling to 
Mr. M. A. Thompson, food and drugs inspector, a quantity 
of whisky which upon analysis was found to be 31‘96 
degrees under proof. On behalf of the defendant Mr. 
Proud stated that the house was undergoing extensive 
alterations, and in the consequent disorder the defendant by 
mistake mixed a quantity of brandy and whisky together 
and then added water in the measure required for whisky. 
The measure was five gills of water to a gallon of whisky, 
and four gills of water to a gallon of brandy. Defendant 
added two and a half gills of water to the mixture of 
brandy and whisky which he thought to be all whisky, 
and this was responsible for the . adulteration. The 
defendant, who gave evidence on his own behalf, stated he 
served his customers with the mixed spirit on the previous 
evening. Mr. Proud : And did they like it P Defendant: 
Oh, yes : the} r said they had never tasted better whisky in 
their lives. (Laughter.) The landlord added that the 
mixing of the two lost him 4s. on the quart. The Bench 
considered a fine of 10s. sufficient to meet the case. 

At Llandaff, on July 24th, Mrs. Thomas, of the Cow 
and Snuffers, Llandaff Yard, was summoned, at the instance 
of Inspector Williams, of Barry Dock, for selling whisky 
adulterated to the extent of 42deg. under proof. She 
admitted the offence, and said that it was committed while 
she was away on her holidays. The Bench said that, in 
consideration of the excellent manner in which the house 
had been conducted, they would inflict a penalty of £3, 
with £1 3s. 6d. costs only. 


BLUEBOTTLES AND UNSOUND MEAT. 

An Interesting Case. 

At West London Police Court, on July 20th, there 
was an adjourned summons against Messrs. Beasant and 
Fry, of Fulham-road, for selling to Mary Hockey, a 
cooked ham bone, with about 21b. of meat upon it, alleged 
to have been unfit for the food of man. Mr. Blanco 
White supported the summons on behalf of the vestry, and 
Mr. John Haynes appeared for the defendants. It was 
sold on Saturday.night, the 24tli of June, and taken to the 
sanitary inspector on Monday. A question arose as to 
whether there had been a seizure of the ham bone which 
was condemned. Mr. White said he proceeded under 
section 47 of the Public Plealth Act, .1891, sub-section 2. 
His contention was that the meat bone was seized when it 
was brought to the officer, and that he seized an article 


which had been sold. Mr. Haynes agreed that the pro¬ 
ceedings should have been taken under the third section. 
He also contended that the meat was not diseased when 
sold. Dr. W. J. Townsend Barker, of Wandsworth 
Bridge-road, who held a diploma in sanitary science, gave 
technical evidence to show that the maggots on the meat 
on the bone must have been caused by the deposit of eggs 
while it was in the kitchen from different insects, of which 
there were many kinds, the most important being the 
bluebottle, each female being capable of producing 20,000 
hatching under two hours. Mr. White said he should 
like to have an opportunity of calling expert witnesses. 
Mr. Lane, Q.C., thought there should be an opportunity, 
as it was an interesting case. The summons was further 
adjourned. 


MARGARINE CHEESE. 

Tee sum of 40s. was the penalty imposed by Mr. 
Mead at the Thames Court, on July 20th, upon Jacob 
Harris, 129, Commercial-road, who was summoned for 
selling cheese adulterated with 24-7 per cent, of 
margarine. 


THE DEBATE ON THE SALE OF FOOD AND 
DRUGS BILL. 

(Continued from page 35*1). 

The Solicitor-General, giving the lion, baronet all 
credit for a desire to improve the Bill, remarked that if 
his amendments were accepted the Bill would be improved 
out of existence. The first part of this new clause was 
unnecessary, because the Act which the hon. baronet 
proposed to amend applied to every person who sold to the 
prejudice of a purchaser any article mixed in the way 
described in the Act. The hon. baronet proposed to extend 
the Bill to the wholesale dealer, but how was it possible 
for an officer to proceed into a manufactory under the pro¬ 
cedure of Section 17 and purchase a sample P That was 
not the ordinary course of business; it was not the 
way the wholesale dealer traded, and the proposal would 
be unworkable. 

Mr. Lough would not admit that the proposal was 
impracticable. The taking of samples from a wholesale 
dealer was not unusual, and the officer could pay the retail 
cost of the sample. There need be no difficulty in carrying 
out the spirit of the amendment. 

Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Hereford) thought it was 
certainly undesirable that the wholesale dealer should 
escape with impunity. 

Sir J. Leng was perfectly satisfied that in principle 
the proposal was sound, and he urged ill forcible terms 
that rascality should be stopped at the fountain-head, and 
the big rogues should not be allowed exemption from 
penalties the small shopkeeper sometimes innocently 
incurred. 

Mr. Long explained how the retail dealers had his 
remedy against the wholesale dealer under the Act of 
1875, and the retailer purchaser had the protection of his 
warranty. 

Sir W. Foster said the retail dealer had difficulty in 
availing himself of the Act of 1875. The clause would 
certainly meet those cases of hardship of which, when he 
was at the Local Government Board, there were constant 
complaints. He thought it would be an improvement to 
the Bill, and would do away with hardships, if some such 
words as those of the hon. baronet were inserted. 

Mr. Pickersgill thought the reply from the Treasury 
bench was scarely adequate, The principle contended for 
was already admitted in that section of the Bill which 
gave power to officers of the Board of Agriculture to take 
samples of margarine from any manufacturer for analysis. 

Mr. Evans said his hon. friend’s desire was, he under¬ 
stood to bit the wholesale dealer where the retail dealer 
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was practically innocent. He asked whether the Govern¬ 
ment intended to adhere to Clause 19 (provisions as to 
use of warranty or invoice as defence) as it stood at 
present, because, if they did, when the defence of the 
retail trader was complete surely the wholesale dealer 
might be proceeded against. At any rate, a provision 
might be inserted in that clause to the effect that where a 
retail dealer got off under its provisions a prosecution 
should be instituted against the wholesale dealer. 

Mr. Chaiming (Northampton, E.) thought the Bill 
would be very unsatisfactory if it did not cover the case of 
organised fraud on the part of wholesale dealers. 

Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, Middleton) said the 
amendment was an important one, and it would be to the 
interest of the small shopkeepers if the wholesale men 
went in fear of being pounced upon. 

Mr. A. Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) contended that 
where the defence of a retail trader was the production 
of an invoice from a wholesale man the latter should be 


proceeded against. 


The House then divided - 


For the clause ... 

75 

Against 

175 

Majority against 

100 


The clause was therefore rejected. 

Sir C. Cameron moved the second reading of a new 
clause providing that a standing committee of reference on 
food standards shall be set up by the Local Government 
Board. He urged that this committee would give the law 
a certain amount of flexibility. 

Mr. Long hoped the House would not adopt the 
clause. It was true that a Select Committee recom¬ 
mended that a committee of reference should be appointed 
to arrive at a standard of purity. That recommendation 
was one that the Government had found it impossible to 
give effect to, for it would transfer the responsibility which 
rested upon a Government Department to an irresponsible 
committee of experts. It was suggested that the appoint¬ 
ment of this committee should be in the hands of the 
Local Government Board, and, speaking for his own 
Department, he would be content that it should be so, 
for he was perfectly confident that the interests of his 
own Department would be looked after; but at the same time 
this committee would have to come to decisions on many 
articles of agricultural produce and he thought it would 
lead to confusion if the Local Government Board were 
called upon to appoint it. Taking the case of butter, it 
would be quite easy for a committee of this sort to proceed 
to work with the fullest intention to do their duty and yet 
arrive at a conclusion which might ruin a third or half of 
the dairy agriculturists in the count 2 j. That was a reason 
against giving such large powers to an independent expert 
authority free from the control of any Government depart¬ 
ment. He considered that the clause the Government 
had put in the Bill giving power to the Board of Agricul¬ 
ture to make regulations as to analysis of milk, cream, 
butter, or cheese would quite sufficiently carry out the 
recommendations of the committee or the requirements of 
the public. It was a compromise on a complicated and 
difficult question, and would give effect to the wishes of 
those interested in agrieultuie as well as of those who were 
anxious that there should be some well-understood line 
dividing what was pure from what was impure. He 
therefore hoped the House would not adopt the hon. 
baronet’s clause. 

Mr. Kearley said they were all agreed that a committee 
or board to deal with the question ot standards of purity 
was absolutely required, and if the right hon. gentleman 
was prepared to give the House an assurance that the 
committee would not be constrained or confined in its 
action, he did not think it would matter by whom it was 
appointed. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr Lowles (Shoreditch, Haggerston), contended that 


the analysts at Somerset House enjoyed the confidence of 
the whole trade of the country, and no committee which 
could be formed avouM do such satisfactory work. 

Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) said that if these 
serious penalties were to be imposed, it was desirable that 
there should - be a standard of purity by which traders 
might know whether they were or were not complying 
with the law. 

After a few remarks from Mr. Rad cliff e Cooke, 

Dr. Clark said the choice lay between the Local 
Government Board and the Board of Agriculture. He was 
in favour of the Local Government Board, and he also 
advocated the setting up of complete standards. The 
House ought to fix a standard because, by the decisions of 
the courts, analysts had to lay down and determine the 
standard on which their evidence was submitted. He 
hoped the House would support his hon. friend’s clause. 
They would then have a standard set up by men capable 
of doing it, and not by some one appointed by the Minister. 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) contended that matters 
like milk and butter, which gave the most trouble, were 
more germane to the Board of Agriculture than the Local 
Government Board, which already had quite enough work 
to do. 

Captain Sinclair (Forfar) supported the clause in the 
general interest of the consumer. The importance of 
milk and butter as articles of food was greater to the 
consumer than to the agriculturist, and the sanction for 
legislation of that kind was that they were bound to take 
precautions to prevent anything being done which was 
injurious to the health of the former. By entrusting the 
administration of that Bill to a department going by the 
name of the Board of Agriculture, they would incur a 
very serious risk that the interests of agriculture would 
receive more prominence than the interests of the consumer. 

Mr Bryce said there was a strong prima facie case in 
favour of the proposal of his hon. friend. It proceeded on 
the lines of the report of the Committee, which examined 
the subject with great care, and it proposed to entrust the 
administration of powers which must be worked out by 
local authorities to a body—the Local Government Board 
—which already supervised those bodies in respect of 
public health and. many other matters. The only answer 
to that strong prima facie case was that the Board of 
Agriculture was concerned with dairying ; dairying pro¬ 
duced butter ; therefore the Board of Agriculture was a 
fit and proper body to administer the Act. That rested 
upon the patent fallacy that the man who made milk and 
butter was the man who knew best what milk and butter 
ought to be. He did not ; it was a very difficult matter of 
science which required the utmost skill and experience on 
the part of practical analysts and of those who had 
devoted the whole of their lives to the study of chemistry. 
It seemed to him that the Board of Agriculture was a very 
ambitious department. (Cheers.) It wanted more work, 
but it had a great deal to do still in its own proper sphere 
in endeavouring to induce British farmers to adopt the 
methods in use in other countries. (Cheers.) 

Mr. Whiteley said the right hoii. gentleman had an 
amendment down on Clause 4 which materially extended 
it, and in a manner not contemplated by the Committee 
upstairs. 

Mr. Long explained that since the amendment was 
placed on the paper it had been found that it went much 
further than he intended, and he therefore proposed to 
remove it. 

Mr. Whiteley, continuing, said no one objected to 
Clause 4 as it stood in the Bill. They were quite willing 
to entrust it to the Board of Agriculture—(cries of “ No, 
no ” from the Opposition benches),—but they could not 
give the Board the power to appoint committees with a 
roving commission to deal with all food products, 

Mr. Evans said this question had descended into a 
contest between the Lo<?a,l Government Ro^rd a/nd the 
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Board of Agriculture. Personally, lie saw no difficulty in 
allowing the matter to remain where it was. What they 
had got to do was to see that they had facilities for 
prosecuting those who sold adulterated food. What was 
adulterated food was perfectly easy to ascertain at the 
present moment. (Cries of “ Oh.”) On the whole, he 
thought the Local Goverment Board, were better able to 
deal with the matter than the Board of Agriculture, 
though he confessed that personally he should prefer to 
have his milk, cream, butter, and cheese chosen by the 
President of the Board of Agriculture rather than by the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Goverment Board. 
(Laughter.) 

Sergeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) said that if the 
question went to a division he should vote with the hon. 
baronet the member for the Bridgeton Division of Glasgow. 
In his opinion it was quite immaterial whether the 
nomination of a standing committee should be by the 
Local Government Board or by the Board of Agriculture. 
The value of the new clause was that it proposed such a 
committee of experts. But, as the Local Government 
Board was at present charged with the administration of 
the law, there was no reason why it should be taken out 
of its hands and transferred to the Board of Agriculture. 

Mr. Kilbride also said he would support the clause. 

The House divided, and there voted— 

For the Clause ... ... ... 84 

Against ... ... ... ... 194 

Majority ... ... ... 110 

Mr. Kearley moved to insert the following clause :— 
“ Any inspector appointed by any local authority, or by 
the Local Government Board, under this Act, shall have 
power;— (a) at all reasonable times to enter any public 
or private sale-room occupied or used by merchants, 
brokers,. wholesale_ dealers, or other perso ns, and to any 
public or private warehouse, factory, store,"quay, ship, or 
barge, where food or drugs are offered for sale or deposited 
for the purpose of sale or carriage, and to purchase, seize, or 
procure samples of any such food or drugs; ( b ) to purchase 
seize, or procure samples of any food or drugs at the time of 
delivery, or at any railway station or other place during 
transit, or upon the premises of or elsewhere in the posses¬ 
sion of any person for the purpose of carriage.” The hon. 
member said that the powers he sought by this clause already 
applied to milk and margarine, and it was desirable when 
they were legislating on food adulteration that inspectors 
should have power to take samples of goods during transit. 
It would apply to goods distributed about the country in 
carts. The Manchester and Salford authorities who had 
done more than any others to stamp out milk adulteration, 
had found the power he proposed invaluable. 

The Solicitor-General hoped the hon. member would 
not press the clause to a division. The House had 
rejected the proposal of the hon. member for Bridgeton 
that inspectors should have power to enter premises where 
goods were sold by wholesale and purchase samples for 
analysis, and the present proposal went even further, for 
it proposed to issue letters of marque to the inspector “ to 
purchase, seize, or secure.” The whole clause was high¬ 
handed and too arbitrary in its terms, however much they 
might sympathise with the object of the hon. member. 

Mr. Burns alluded to the recent wholesale seizure of 
rotten fruit by the vestry of Bermondsey and said it was 
done from the point of view of preventing a nuisance. 
What the sanitary authority did to prevent a nuisance an 
inspector of the Local Government Board or the Board of 
Agriculture ought to do in the interests of pure food and 
the prevention of adulteration. Some three or four 
months ago a sanitary inspector of the same vestry, to 
prevent a nuisance, seized many hundredweights of putrid 
livers and kidneys that were going to be manufactured 
into ptite de foie gras. (Laughter). He was much 
interested in preventing the upper classes from being 


contaminated by an impure food supply—(renewed 
laughter)—and therefore held that an inspector under 
this Act should have the power to go into a factory at 
Bermondsey and prevent the consumer being defrauded by 
the sale of impure food. Without the widest and most 
drastic power of this sort they would never stop adultera¬ 
tion. He advocated stiff penalties, and, in very serious 
cases, imprisonment. He quoted statistics from the 
quarterly report of the vestry of Battersea to show the 
serious extent to which butter was adulterated with 
margarine, and thought the inspectors should have power 
to visit the place of manufacture at all hours of the day or 
night. 

Mr. Hobhou.se (Somerset, E) said the hon. member for 
Battersea was quite right in thinking there was good reason 
for inspecting the margarine factories, but he would point 
out that there was already a provision enabling any officer 
of the Board of-Agriculture to enter a margarine factory 
at all reasonable times, inspect the process of manufacture, 
and take samples. Surely that was a much better provision 
than one that would give power to a local inspector— 
(hear, hear)—and the ordinary trader would much prefer 
the visits of an inspector of a Government Department. 

Mr. Heclderwick thought the hon member took an 
exaggerated view of the provision to which he had alluded, 
because the inspector of the Board of Agriculture only 
made a visit when it was rendered necessary by the default 
of the local authorities. (Ministerial cries of “ No.”) 
Even assuming he was wrong, in that respect, what they 
wanted was not only inspection of margarine factories or 
small shops, but inspection everywhere where goods were 
sold, whether by retail or wholesale. If the Government 
really had at heart the desire to protect the consumer and 
producer, too, if they liked against adulteration, lie could 
not understand why they should refuse to give to an 
inspector power to inspect anywhere. The words of .the 
clause were statutory words. 

Ur. Duckworth (Lancashire, Middleton) supported - 
the amendment. 

' Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) also supported the 
amendment, but for a different reason to those already 
advanced. There was an association in his borough which 
complained that, while local inspectors had power to take 
samples of milk,- they had no power to go to the railway 
station where the milk was delivered by the farmer and 
take samples in order to test its condition before it came 
into the milk-seller’s possession. He thought it was only : 
just that the milk of the farmer should be tested just as 
much as the milk of the retailer, and on that account he 
should support the amendment. 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea district) could not 
support the amendment because it seemed to him to be 
one of extreme generality and one which might be used in 
the most oppressive way in regard to the trade of the 
country. It proposed to confer upon persons appointed by 
local authorities powers which had, he believed, never been 
conferred upon any person appointed by any local 
authority. 

Mr. Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) reminded the 
committee that at the present time it was possible to take 
samples in course of delivery. He felt unable to support 
the amendment in the form in which it had been placed 
on the paper. 

Mr. Evans said that the question before the House 
was only the second reading of the clause, which could 
afterwards be amended. It would always be impossible to 
stop adulteration, as long as prosecutions were confined to 
the retail dealers. The wholesale dealer might actually 
profit by the fraud, and it might be worth his while to 
pay the retailer’s line. 

Dr. Clark said that if the Government wished to stop 
the system of adulteration, it was necessary to take 
measures to deal with the large dealers as well as against 
the small traders, * 
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Sir J. Leng, while in favour of dealing’ with all 
sources of supply, believed that it was somewhat dangerous 
to interfere with some places of transit mentioned in the 
clause. .Great antagonism to the operation of the Bill 
would thereby be raised. 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) could not undeLstand 
this antipathy against margarine, which, in his opinion, 
was one of the most excellent articles of food— (laughter) 
— and. he held that it was altogether illogical and absurd 
to say inspectors might inspect manufactories of margarine 
but should not inspect cocoa manufactories or baking- 
powder manufactories or anything else. 

Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, Basingstoke) thought the clause 
went too far and would raise up great hostility to the 
Bill, and he was certain that they could not get the local 
authorities to utilise such powers. 

Mr. Kilbride pointed out that at present samples of 
milk could be taken in course of delivery, and he saw no 
reason why the same rule should not be applied to other 
articles of food. 

Mr. J. Samuel (Stockton) thought the proposed clause 
too wide and general. The power of acting under the 
warranty would obviate the necessity of the inspector 
going into warehouses or factories, and if the powers con¬ 
ferred by the Bill -were properly exercised, all parties 
would find it unprofitable to deal in adulterated food. 

The House divided, and the numbers were— 

For the clause ... ... ... 50 

Against ... ... ... ... 177 

Majority against ... ... 127 

On the motion of Mr. Balfour, the debate was then 
adjourned. 

A SECOND NIGHT’S SITTING. 

On Tuesday evening the House of Gornmo,ms_resu-med- 
the consideration of the Sale of Food and Dings Bill as 
amended by the Standing Committee. 

Mr. Lambert (Devon, South Mol ton) moved the 
following new clause:—“It shall be unlawful to manu¬ 
facture, sell, expose for sale, or import any margarine 
which is coloured so as to imitate or resemble butter, and 
every person who manufactures, sells, exposes for sale, or 
imports any margarine so coloured shall be guilty of an 
offence under the Margarine Act, 1887.” The Select 
Committee on the Adulteration of Fruit Products, he 
reminded the House, recommended that margarine should 
not be coloured so as to resemble or imitate butter, and 
his amendment simply embodied that recommendation. 
There was no desire on the part of agriculturists io 
unnecessarily restrict the sale of margarine. What they 
did wish to do was to put down the fraud which was 
made possible by this artificial colouring of margarine. 
They had no wish that margarine should be distinguished 
by some objectionable colour such as pink, blue or green. 
All they asked was that it should not be coloured so as to 
resemble or imitate butter. It had been said that this 
Bill was founded on protection; but that was not so, 
unless free trade meant free fraud. Why, out of all the 
colours available, should margarine manufacturers choose 
the colour of butter for their product ? Why should 
margarine be made exactly to imitate butter if it were not 
destined to be sold as butter P Holland was the home 
of the margarine) trade, for out of 899,000 cwts. of mar¬ 
garine imported into this country, 843,000 cwts. came from 
Holland. In connection with these figures it was signifi¬ 
cant to notice that the country from which the exports of 
butter had most largely increased was also Holland. 
He was convinced that a large amount of what purported 
to be butter, and came from Plolland, was really margarine. 
He had the prospectus of a margarine company recently 
started in Holland, on the board of which it was desired 
that English members of Parliament should serve. As to 
|he colouring of butter, that had been much exaggerated. 


The secretary of the dairy section of the Bath and West of 
England Show had assured him that no prizes were given 
for butter artificially coloured. In any case, butter was 
never coloured to imitate margarine. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Long said that he had heard no new views 
enunciated in the speech of the bon. member, nor had he 
heard anything- which might lead him to change the 
opinion he had formed, that the proposed change in the 
law embodied in this clause was unjust and impolitic. 

The hon. member said that butter was coloured only to a 
small extent. He disagreed with that view, for every one 
knew that the butter industry was largely local in its 
character, and that the colouring of butter was a general 
practice. Neither was butter the only dairy product which 
was coloured. What did the hon. member say with 
reference to cheese P Certain kinds of cheese were made 
according to the fancy of the customer, and the cheese was 
coloured in the factory, not to imitate another cheese, but 
because colouring was attractive to the purchaser. The 
majority of samples of margarine he had seen had been 
coloured a kind of yellow. Was it suggested that the bulk 
of butter made in this country was yellow P On the 
contrary he believed that the greater amount of the 
ordinary butter consumed was white in colour. In a 
matter of this kind it seemed to him that some sections of 
the agricultural interest declined to profit by experience. 

He reminded his hon. friends of the abolition of the malt 
tax by Mr. Gladstone and the substitution of the “ free 
mash tub,” and believed that hon. gentlemen were running 
the same risk now in advocating prohibition of coloured 
margarine. They would not be able to limit the proposed 
prohibition to margarine, and in his judgment it was a 
great delusion to maintain that this margarine was a 
competitor of butter.' There was no doubt that a great 
deal of margarine made in a particular way was sold as 
butter. The object of the Bill was to make this impossible 
in future; but if this ridiculous clause was to be incorpor¬ 
ated in th e Bill phis kind of fraud would not be checked.-- - 
The amendment would indeed be fatal to the Bill, and the 
Government could not accept it, because its effect would 
be to dislocate a very great trade which supplied a vast 
number of consumers in the country. He was told the 
working men of England desired that this prohibition 
should be made. (Hear, hear.) He doubted whether the 
working men had realised what were the alternatives 
presented to them, but, even if they had, he should prefer 
to take the opinion of the housewives first upon this 
question, and he was sure they would hold a very different 
opinion. They ought not to interfere with the margarine 
trade unless they were satisfied that by no other means 
could they put down fraud. He was satisfied they could 
put it down by this legislation, whereas the proposed 
clause would not be workable at all. He earnestly asked 
agricultural members not to take a step which would be 
prejudicial to their best interests and fail in the object 
they had at heart. 

(To be couthme.l next iceeJc). 


THE NUTRITIVE EFFECT OF ALCOHOL. 

At a meeting of the Middletown (Conn.) Scientific 
Association, Professor W. O. Atwater, of Wesleyan 
University, reported the results of the experiments regard¬ 
ing the effects of alcohol lately carried out under his 
direction upon a man in the respiration calorimeter. 

The special object of the experiments reported was to 
study the nutritive effect of alcohol. In these experi¬ 
ments pure alcohol was adminstered with water or coffee. 
In others, which will be reported later, it was given in the 
form of whisky or brandy. Still others are planned in 
which beer and wine will be used. The alcohol is taken with 
ah ordinary diet of meat, bread, butter, sugar, and the like. 
The amount per day has been equal to about two and one- 
half ounces of absolute alcohol. 

This is divided into six doses, three with meals and 
three between meals, the object being to avoid an especia^ 
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influence of the alcohol upon the nerves and thus test its 
action as food under normal bodily conditions. For each 
comparative test two experiments were made. One was 
with ordinary food, just sufficient to meet the wants of the 
body. In the other, part of the sugar, starch and fat of 
the food, the ingredients which supply the body with fuel 
for warmth ancl work, wore taken out, enough to be 
chemically equivalent to the two and a half ounces of 
alcohol, as the latter was used in their place. 

In the experiments, in which the man did no worki 
this alcohol made about one fifth of the total fuel material 
in the diet In the experiments with hard muscular work, 
in which more food was used, the alcohol furnished about 
one-seventh of the fuel supply. 

Throe important results were observed : — First, 
extremely little alcohol was given off from the body un¬ 
consumed. Indeed, it was oxidized, burned as completely 
as bread, meat, or any other food. Secondly, in the 
oxidation, all of the potential energy of the alcohol was 
transformed into heat and external muscular power. In 
other words, the body made the same use of the energy of 
the alcohol as of that of sugar, starch and other ordinary 
food materials. Third, the alcohol protected the body 
material from consumption, just as effectively as the 
corresponding amounts of sugar and starch ; that is to say, 
whether the body was at rest or at work, it held its own 
just as well with the one as with the other. 

In explaining the experiments, Professor Atwater 
called attention to the fact that food has two chief uses. 
One is to build up the body and keep it in repair; the other 
is to supply it with energy for warmth and work. Certain 
ingredients of food, like lean meat, casein of milk, white of 
an egg and gluten of wheat serve the body for the building 
and repairing tissue. Others, like fat, sugar and starch 
cannot form tissue, their functions being to serve as fuel. 

Alcohol is similar to the fats, starch and sugar in this 
respect. It cannot form tissue, but it does yield energy. 
It cannot be used to build the bodily ma chine or to repair 
it as it is worked out b}* constant use, but it can and does - 
serve as fuel. This fact has been known in a general way 
for years, but there has been more or less question regard¬ 
ing the extent to which alcohol serves this purpose. 

These experiments are more elaborate than any 
previously reported in America or in Europe. They 
were made so at the cost of a great deal of labour and money, 
because of the importance of the question studied. The 
result is exactly what was to be expected. Professor 
Atwater explained that the object of these experiments was 
simply to get a scientific fact. At the same time the 
results as facts are often misrepresented both by those 
who use alcoholic beverages and those who are earnestly 
desirous to promote temperance reform. 

He therefore explained the bearing of these and other 
investigations upon some of the disputed questions regard¬ 
ing the nutritive value of alcohol. Whether alcohol is to 
be called food or not depends upon the definition of food. 
Such materials as meat, bread, milk and the like are 
complete foods; they both build tissue and yield energy. 
Alcohol only yields energy. 

In this respect it is like starch. sugar and fat, which 
make the larger part of the food of man. But it differs 
from these in that it is more easily and immediately 
available to the body, because it does not require digestion. 
It is not stored in the body for future use, as is the case 
with the nutriment of ordinary food materials. If large 
amounts are taken the influence upon the brain and nerves 
is such as to counteract its nutritive effect so that it 
becomes injurious, and finally there are many persons who 
begin by moderate use, but are led to disastrous excess. 

Alcohol may be useful to one man and harmful to 
another. One may take considerable without apparent 
harm, while another may be injured by very little. One 
may use it habitually without danger, while another may 
be unable to take even small quantities without going to 


excess. In illness it may be a priceless boon, but it may 
likewise be the cause of physical, mental and moral ruin. 

Whether alcohol is to be called a poison or not is 
again a matter of definition of terms. In large quantities 
it certainly is a poison, but the same is true of tea, coffee 
and many other common articles of diet. Hydrochloric 
acid is formed in the stomach and is indispensable for 
gastric digestion, and yet, if swallowed even in small 
quantities it would be a violent poison. 

Alcohol used in quantities and ways which cause no 
injurious effects cannot properly be called a poison. While 
there are countless cases in which persons use moderate 
quantities of alcohol without harm, and often with benefit 
to health, the evil from its improper and excessive use is 
one of the most serious facts with which the physiologists, 
sociologists and moralists of to-day have to deal. 

Reference was also made to the errors which are too 
often found in the teachings of so-called temperance 
physiology in the public school, the Sunday school and the 
pulpit, as well as on the temperance platform. Many who 
are earnestly interested in temperance reform feel it 
necessary to insist that alcohol is not a food, but a poison, 
that in any quantity, large or small, it is necessarily 
harmful and not useful. 

These theories, it was shown, are based in part upon 
the results of experiments made years ago by imperfect 
methods, and since shown to be incorrect. They are" 
directly opposed to the results of the latest and most 
reliable research, and to the opinions of the leading 
authorities the world over. 

One essential for the success of true temperance 
reform is that what is taught as science shall be placed 
upon the basis of demonstrated fact. This means a change 
of base on the part of a great body of most earnest temper¬ 
ance reformers, but that change is necessary. To build up 
the public sentiment upon which the reform of the future 
must rest it is the wish that children shall understand 
about alcohol and its terrible effects. “ But when we 
WeaiAr Them in— fee "name tff — strenraf ” ‘sssys- 1 IPr o fessw ■ 
Atwater, “ shall we not teach them the simple facts which 
science attests, and which they can hereafter believe rather 
than exaggerated theories, whose errors, when they learn 
them, will tend to undo the good we strive to do ? 

“ In short, is not temperance advisable even in the 
teaching of temperance doctrine ? In the great effort to 
make man better there is one thing that we must always 
seek, one thing that we need never fear, the truth.” 


THE SALE OF FOOD AND DRUQS ACT IN 
LEEDS. 

Mr. T. Fairley, public analyst, reports that during 
the quarter ending June 30th, 1899, the samples received 
have been :—milk, 81 ; Butter, 4 ; Pickled Pork, 1 ; Milk 
of Sulphur, 13 ; Gregory’s Powder, 1; Total 100. 

Five of the milks were adulterated as compared with 
the lowest quality of genuine milks, and twenty-two were 
reported as of poor quality. Thus, thirty-three per cent, 
of the milk samples w r ere unsatisfactory. The details of 
the adulterated samples are as follows :— 

Milk No. 163 deprived of 7-5 per cent, of fat. 

Milk No. 181 water added 10 per cent. 

Milk No. 190 „ 10 

Milk No. 195 ,, 11-5 ,, 

Milk No. 199 „ 10 

Milk No. 199 was compared also with another sample 
No. 202 taken on the same days from the same cows 
milked in the presence of the inspector. 

They contained :— 

Milk 199 from dealer. Milk 202 direct from cows. 

Total Solids 10-64 per cent. ... 13-49 per cent. 

Fat 2-99 „ ... 4-65 

To reduce Milk No. 202 to the level of Milk No. 199 
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thirteen and a half per cent, of water would have to be 
added, and thirty-three per cent, of the fat removed, 
whereas comparing' Milk 2STo. 199 with the limits applied 
by the chemists at the Government Laboratory, only ten 
per cent, of water would require to be added, and the 
removal of thirty-three per cent, of fat would not be 
discovered. 

One of the Butters ISTo. 112 contained at least seventy- 
seven per cent, of foreign fat. The vendor convicted last 
year of a similar offence, and then lined the maximum 
penalty, was again fined £20 and costs and in addition 
was fined £10 and costs under the margarine Act for 
exposing Margarine for sale without a distinctive label. 
It is evident that the large profits of a trade consisting in 
selling margarine as butter enable fraudulent dealers to 
make a good income in spite of the heavy fines imposed. 

Eight samples of milk of sulphur contained much 
hydrated calcium sulphate. This admixture of gypsum 
or plaster of Paris with 'sulphur specially prepared for medi¬ 
cinal purposes is forbidden by the British Pharmacopoeia, 
and is the result of an antiquated and imperfect mode of 
manufacture. The proportions of impurity in different 
samples as received were sixteen and a half, sixty-two, 
sixty-one and a half, seventy-six and a half, seventy-eight 
and a half, seventy-six and a half, thirty-four and a half, 
and seventy-six per cent, respectively. 

The sample of pickled pork contained boric preser¬ 
vative. 

The other samples received this quarter were genuine. 

In comparing corresponding quarters of this and last- 
year the number of samples does not enable me to draw 
any really valid conclusions as to the effect of the work 
done in promoting the objects of the Act. 


THE ANALYSIS OF TABLE SYRUPS. 

In a letter to the Grocer , M.A., B.Sc., F.C.S., says:— 
The courage of the public analyst who kisses the book and 

swnpT ' g Si-gaafeaia agss-alg ~- ~ -efr - 

glncose syrup and 47 per cent, of golden syrup is much to 
be admired. Any drng-compounder, however timid, 
would venture as much for an alloy of silver and copper; 
but glucose-syrup and golden syrup are not elements, nor 
have they a fixed composition, and it is impossible to 
determine how much of each is present in a mixture 
unless the analyst has samples from the actual barrels' 
of syrup and glucose that were used in its composition. 

Golden syrup contains large amounts of sucrose, 
dextrose, levulose, and water, and smaller quantities of 
other organic substances ( e.g ., caramel) and mineral 
matter. The exact amount of each is determined' by a 
variety of circumstances. The material from which the 
syrup is made exercises an influence, and any alteration in 
the process of extracting raw sugar from the cane, beet, or 
date tends to alter the composition of the syrup which 
refiners produce. The variety of treatment in different 
refineries has an important effect; for levulose is much 
more easily destroyed than dextrose, and prolonged heat¬ 
ing, especially in acid solutions, decomposes sucrose. The 
amount of sucrose that the refiner can profitably extract as 
dry sugar is also an influential factor; and, lastly, the 
syrup made in summer generally contains less water than 
that made in winter. 

The case of glucose syrup is similar, for, although the 
raw starch from which it is made is more uniform than 
raw sugar, yet, by arresting the inversion at various stages, 
the American manufacturers produce glucose syrups that 
differ widely from one another. In addition to this more 
or less accidental variation there are two different kinds of 
glucose syrup known in commerce, called respectively 41 
and 43, and both are used by syrup-mixers. No public 
analyst has yet stated to which he referred when giving 
his evidence against the persecuted grocer. 

Enough has been said to show how much weight 
should be attached to the analyst’s report. He takes, as 


it were, a sample that a grocer has made by combining a 
bottle of Smith’s mixed pickles with one made by Jones; 
and after laborously counting the bits of cauliflower, 
onions, and gherkins, professes to discover how much of 
each brand was used, although he has never seen the 
original samples. Now it is well known that Smith’s 
celebrated pickles contain no red pepper, whereas Jones’s 
brand (an inferior article) does. The analyst’s duty is 
clear. Let him avoid all reference to Jones, count the 
pods, and report that, when he asked for Smith’s pickles, 
he received goods that had been adulterated with red pepper. 
For “Smith’s pickles” read “golden syrup” in the 
parable, and for “ Jones ” read “ glucose syrup ” ; then 
dextrine will stand for red pepper. Its presence is the 
real evidence of adulteration, and if the analyst would 
confine his energies to the estimation of dextrine his 
report would be scientific and conclusive. 

The analysis of golden and glucose syrups is a matter 
of much time and difficulty, if it be conscientiously per¬ 
formed. Glucose syrup contains dextrose, levulose, 
maltose, dextrine, other organic substances, mineral 
matter, and water. Mystery surrounds the specific 
rotatory power of one or more of its constituents, and the 
author of “ Commercial Organic Analysis ” states that the 
majority of analyses “are vitiated by faulty methods” or 
“ by insufficient knowledge of the constituents of starch 
sugar.” In fact, so difficult is the analysis of golden syrup 
and glucose separately, that a thorough analysis of a 
mixture of them both borders on impossibility. That a 
mere determination of the polarisation is not enough is 
shown by the fact that nothing is easier than to make a 
mixture of beet sugar (partly inverted), glucose syrup, 
colouring matter, and water that shall have the appearance 
and polarisation of old-fashioned golden syrup made from 
cane raw sugar. (A patent for making a honey substitute 
by similar means was actually granted to Mr. Lyle and 
his chemist, Mr. Eastick, in 1885.) We recommend 
analysts to give more attention to the presence or absence 
of dextrine, and to avoid the imaginative terms in which 
they have hitherto drawn up their reports on table 
syrups.” _ 

Correspondence. 

SEIZURES OF FRUIT. 

To the Editor op Food and Sanitation. 

Sir, —I have read with much interest the accounts 
appearing in the daily Press of recent wholesale seizures 
of fruit. In many cases the only reason given, at all 
events in the reports available, was that they were showing 
signs of fermentation. I suggest, Sir, although I have 
not actually seen the parcels of fruit in question, that the 
reason given is nob an adequate one for condemning the 
fruit. Incipient fermentation does not per se render fruit 
of this nature unfit for human food, and when the fruit 
is practically taken straight from the tub to the boiling vat, 
the question of incipient fermentation becomes trivial. 
Bad—really bad—fruit- is another matter, and inspectors 
cannot be too vigilant in this respect. But from actual 
experience of fruit submitted to me in previous seasons, I 
think there is a danger of a some excess of zeal being 
displayed in this matter, and that if carried to its logical 
conclusion it will be a matter of impossibility to import 
certain fruit from the Continent at all in hot weather. 

I should at the same time like to know whether the 
average inspector and medical officer of health consider 
many of the green gooseberries, apples, and pears exposed 
for sale in an absolutely sour and unripe condition, and 
which are available for purchase by very young children, 
“ fit for human consumption.” Might not attention be 
legitimately directed to these as not only unfit for food, 
but actually harmful P 

I am, Sir, yours, &c., 

ERNEST J. PARRY, B.Sc., F.I.O. 
134, Upper Thames-street, London, E.C., 

July 19, 1899. 
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THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says 
i( The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing 
.epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
.similar diseases/’ 

M. de Freycinet (Report of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Offiriel, February 14th, 1892), 

says “ Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
thisdate over 200,000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 

with Pasteur Filters. 

Made in a variety of Patterns for 

J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 14 

West-End Show Rooms—203, VICTO 


Sir Henry Roscoe, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. ( Westminster Gazette , 
September 8th, 1893), says :—“ Ordinary filters are no good at all 

The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material, Dr. H. H. Johnston, D.Sc., M.D., C.M., 
states “ The Pasteur-Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes. 

7, HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 

RIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


IRYEN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., ) T JV^RPOOI 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings & Cumberland Street, j U1 I Li ill \J \J LA I 
WARRANTED PURR. 

“U-VER” brand of lard. 

- THOMAS WOOD’S - 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 

2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 


Jam Factory-SWANLEY, KENT. 

Load on MARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 


ROBERT BDRNETT & CO., 

VAUXHALL, LONDON. ’ 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 



H. C. JANSEN S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST. 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 
International Bakery Exhibition, Amsterdam, 1886 


It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 

GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF HONO UR ) Highest Award ever given 
DIPLOMA of HONOUR] for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition , 

Ghent, Belgium, 1893. 
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ALL EXPERT ANALYSTS 

Navy and Army Surgeons, and Medical 
Officers of Health will tell you that 




is the PUREST and BEST, and the most 
Cooling, Refreshing, and Healthful Drink. 

It ha<; thp R^al Ta<d-p and Flavour of the 


Fresh Fruit, being made from the famous 
“MONTSERRAT” Cultivated Lime-Fruit. 

“MONTSERRAT” LIME=FRUIT JUICE has been 

ADOPTED BY HER MAJESTY’S GOVERNMENT FOR USE IN 

the Royal Navy. 

■ = % ■-- " t 

Lord Kitchener, 

the hero of Omdurman, selected “Montserrat” 
for the Troops in the Soudan Campaign. 

United States Government also obtained supplies 
for Philippine and Cuban campaigns—sold by 
Druggists, Grocers, and Wine Merchants every¬ 
where. 


Printed and Published by M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria-lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications must be addressed. 
On sale by E. W. Allen, 4, Ave-Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, E.O 
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Subs. 6s, 6d. per Ann., Post Free, 

PRICE ONE PENNY. 



ENTIRELY FREE FR09[ ALL ADMIXTURES, SUCH AS KOLA, MALT, HOPS, Ac. 

NO ALKALI TO USED DARKEN THE COLOUR, 

Insist on haring CADBURY'S (sold only In Packets and Tins) as other Cocoas ar e often substituted for the sake of Extra Profit. 


. BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 

r SE1BURY & JOHNSON, 

HAVE FOR YEARS MAINTAINED '5 PER CENT. OF BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS AS THE STANDARD STRENGTH FOR THEIR 
.. BELLADONNA PLASTERS. ” —- “ 

It lias become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna Plasters ” which contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 

Report of THE LANCET Deoember 3rd, 1898. 

“Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis, 
but—of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly orer half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” 

Sole Depot for Great Britain ai|d Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, 31 & 32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, EC 


Invalid Bovril, 


like ordinary Bovril, contains the actual substance of the primest lean ox beef in the finest possible state of division, but in a 
more concentrated form. It is specially prepared for use in the sick room, and contain* no seasoning. It is a perfect beef 
tea, plus the ALBUMIN and FIBRINE of Beef, in the form best suited to the enfeebled powers of digestion and assimilation 


Virol 


is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growth ana nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Red Bone Marrow, and Fresh Eggs. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of Cod Liver Oil. ° 

Other Preparations. 

Bovril Wine. Beef Jelly. Bovril Stamnoids (A “ Food by the 

Bovril Lozenges. Liebig’s Extract of Beef. Way”). 

Bovril Meat Juice (Raw Meat Malto-Carnis (“Caffvn’s”). Bovril Chocolate. 

Juice). Liquor Carnis (“Caffyn’s”) (Raw Bovril Cocoa. 

Bovril Biscuits. Meat Juice). Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 

ROVRIf niFT CHARTS _Medical gentlemen will learn with interest that these useful pocket publications (No. i for ordinary use, No. 2 

’ IVIL» LTMU 1 f or use ; n Fever casts) which have hitherto proved of considerable service to the pro essiou can still he had on 

application to Bovril Limited. 30, Farringdon Street, K.C. 

BOYHIL, LIMITED, Food Specialists and Hospital Purveyors, LONDON. 

Contractors to Her Majesty’s and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON- Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNCANNON, C.B 

Analytical Chemist: WILLIAM HARKNESS, P.I.C., P.C.S., F.R.M.S., Forty Years Food Analyst to Her Majesty's Government. 
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EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 


HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles. 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. [6d... Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One 6d. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. 6d., Is., and 
5s. Tins. 


GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delic'ous Custards without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious^Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. and 1 s. each. 


GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S GINGER-BEER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer. Packets, 3d. and 6d. 

GOODALL’S BRUNSWICK BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves, Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles, 6d. and Is, 

GOODALL’S LAVENDER WATER. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

GOODALL’S” PLATE POWDER. 

For Polishing and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s. 

GOODALL’S JELLV "SQUARES. 

Makes a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In £ pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., 6d., and Is. each. 



Monthly Price List of Patent Medicines. Grocers’ Sundries, &c., will be sent post free on application. 

GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & CO., LEED£ ( 

IMPORTANT TO GROCERS AND BAKERS. 


If you wish to avoid loss of money, repute and trade, caused by PROSECUTIONS for 

ADULTERATION, SELL ONLY YEAST manufactured by the following firms: 

Vrijuand Van Den 
Hoogen & Co. 

Walraven Beukers 
& Co. 

B. A. J. WlTTKAMPF. 

J. WlTKAMP & CO. 

P. J. WOUTERLOOD. 

The above Firms are Members of the 

YEAST UNION, SCHIEDAM, 

And guarantee their Yeast absolutely pure and free from any adulteration whatever. 


C. A. Beukers. 

J. Houtman. 

P. J. Meijer. 

W. A. Beukers. 

Jansen & Co. 

Ths. Cs. Melchers. 

P. Boezemeijer & Co 

H. C. Jansen. 

Niedfeld & Co. 

A. Daalmeijer. 

Jansen & Tak. 

P. SCHILTMAN. 

J. H. Van Gent. 

Van Kan & Co. 

J. J. Tonino. 

Hamer & Co 

M. Kranen. 

J. Van Der Valk & Co. 

Hoek & Co. 

P J. Lagerweij. 

Jan Vrijland. 


Every Package“bears their Trade Mark. 

Every Shipment to England is Analysed, and any member ot the Yeast Onion (Schiedam), guilty ot 
adulterating Yeast would he fined heavy penalties. 


NOTE : Yeast Union (Schiedam) Yeast is guaranteed free from 
Adulteration. Resist all inducements to deal in any other Yeast. 
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COLEMAN’S 


“ WINCARNIS ” 


OR 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 

IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 


Seven Gold medals and One Silver medal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles, 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 


Sole Manufacturers : 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

Food and Sanitation will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve „ 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4. Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C.. to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Yol. I., TL, III. Y.. and YI., may be 
obtained from E. W. Allen, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, 
London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 

Binding Cases for Food and Sanitation, in cloth, gold 

lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. Allen, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane. London. E.C. Price Is. 6d. each. 
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Food and Sanitation. 

SATURDAY, AUGUST 26, 1899. 


A CURIOUS MILK CASE. 

At Spelthorne Petty Sessions, Henry Holdaway, of 
Evelyn Dairy. Grove-road, Teddington. was summoned for 
selling skim milk which only contained 7 95 per cent, of 
solids, not fat, whereas genuine skim milk should contain 
at least 9-0 per cent, of solids. Mr. G. W. Lay represented 
the defendant, and in reply to him Inspector Tyler said 
he had taken proceedings against those who supplied Mr. 
Holdaway with the milk. Evidence was given by the 
defendant’s brother to prove that the milk had not been 
interfered with. The churn from which he took the milk 
the station was unlocked, He swore he had put no 


water in it. In reply to Mr. Lay. witness said no warranty 
was given with the milk. Mr. Lay admitted that there 
had been a technical offence, but submitted that payment of 

costs would meet the case of his client.-Before deciding 

the case the Bench heard a summons against the West 
Surrey Central Dairy Company, of Guildford, for selling 
to the prejudice of Henry Holdaway separated milk con¬ 
taining nine per cent, of added water and containing only 
8T5 per cent, of solids, not fat, whereas it should have 
contained more per cent. Mr. G. H. White, of Guildford, 
represented the defendants. Mr. Tyler called a Twicken¬ 
ham porter to prove that the churn of milk consigned to 
Mr. Holdaway was received by him and untampered with. 
Mr. White explained that the milk came from Wincanton, 
Somerset, via Templecombe to Waterloo, and then to 
Teddington in open churns. In the first instance it was 
scalded, and the only way in which he could account for 
the excess of water was that it got in in the process of 
condensation. The only other explanation he could 
suggest was that it had been tampered with on the road. 
The railway company would not allow them to lock the 
churns. Mr. Buckmaster said no more water could con¬ 
dense than there was in milk. The Bench ordered 
Holdaway to pay 18s. 6d. costs, and fined the Dairy 
Company £5 and costs. 


MARGARINE. 

At Wednesbury on August 15th, Thomas Arch, 
Bloomfield Road, Princes End, was fined £1 11s., includ¬ 
ing costs, for exposing margarine for sale which was not 
labelled as required by the Act. 


SWEET NITRE. 

At the Barnsley West Riding Police Court on August 
16th, a prosecution under the Food and Drugs Act 
occupied a considerable time. The defendant was Miriam 
Tomlinson, shopkeeper, Darfield, and she was charged at 
the instance of the local inspector of the County Council 
with having sold sweet nitre which was not of the quality 
demanded. Mr. Allan, county analyst, deposed that the 
sample sold by the defendant contained four-sevenths of 
the real nitrous ether, or three-sevenths less than the 
minimum of If per cent, prescribed by the British 
Pharmacopoeia. The defence was that the drug when sold 
by the wholesale dealer was of proper strength, and the 
deficiency could not he avoided, the evaporation being 
caused by the frequent opening of the bottle. The Bench 
held the public had not got what was demanded, though 
there had been no adulteration. A fine of 10s. and costs 
was imposed. 


HOW DAIRYMEN ARE VICTIMISED. 

At North London on August 15th, Robert Roper, 
dairyman, of Howard-road, South Hornsey, was summoned 
for selling as pure milk an article to which the public 
analyst of Islington certified that 8 per cent, of water had 
been added. The defendant, being so positive that he had 
not tampered with the milk, submitted his sample to the 
Somerset House analyst, who certified “ not less than 
5 per cent, of added water.” Dr. White, who appeared 
for the Yestry, said that in the face of this latter report 
there ought to be a conviction. Mr. Roper : I have a 
guarantee with the milk, of which this was a portion. It 
was fetched from the Finsbury-park Station, where it had 
come direct from the farm. I personally opened the 
churn and served it out to my man. Mr. Cluer: Very 
well. Fetch your warranty and the man from whom the 
sample was taken. The defendant: I may add that I 
have been in business for 29 years, have had hundreds of 
samples taken, and never been here before but once, and 
then it was proved that my man, and not I, was in fault. 
The warranty was produced and the man (“No. 17”) 
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called. The latter swore that he did not tamper with the 
milk. Mr. Cluer said he could not believe that the 
defendant or his man had tampered wiih the milk. The 
blame lay with the farmer who supplied it. But as the 
defendant had not given the Vestry notice of the defence, 
he would have to pay costs of summons and analysis— 
-12s. 6d. 

At West Ham on August 16th, Frank Polley, a milk 
dealer, of Wilson-street, Plaistow, was summoned for 
selling milk adulterated with 5 per cent, of added water. 
Mr. F. George, for the defendant, said there was an agree¬ 
ment with Mr. J. It. Purle, of Great Warley, to supply 
“ pure, new, and unskimmed ” milk, and he called 
defendant, who said the milk when sampled was as it had 
ceme from Mr. Purle. Mr. Purle was also called, and said 
he sent the milk away pure as it came from the cow. Mr. 
Gillespie: Which cow P The one with the iron tail P 
Mr. Purle: The animal, your Worship. Mr. George: 
Tour milk, some of it consigned to Mr. Polley, was 
sampled at Upminster Station and was found to contain 
six per cent, of added water. Are you surprised to hear 
that ? Mr. Purle : I am surprised at it. Mr. George: 
The cows drink a lot of water ? Mr. Purle : They do, 
especially this weather. Mr. Gillespie: But you would 
not expect it to filter right through into the milk ? Mr. 
Purple : Oh, no, but the feed is so short and the milk is 
not so rich. Mr. F. George produced the agreement, but 
it was found not to be stamped, and Mr. Gillespie said it 
could only be put in as evidence on the usual terms, the 
payment of the stamp penalty. In the result, Mr. Gillespie 
said the warranty was not proved, and imposed a fine of 

20s. and 35s. costs.-Laing Johnston, Junction-street, 

Plaistow, was summoned for selling milk containing 8 per 
cent, of added water. The defendant pleaded guilty. He 

-sa-id he bought the milk from Polley, the defendant in the 

last case, and sold it as received. When it was sampled 
he spoke to the inspector, and as a result a sample of Mr. 
Polley’s milk was taken and was found adulterated. Here 

a fine of 20s. rnd 17s. 6d. costs- was imposed.-For 

similar offences Daniel C. Jones, of Prince Regent’s-lane, 
Custom House, was fined £5 and 17s. 6d. costs (adulterated 
11 per cent, of added water) ; Thomas A. Hall, of 
Henniker-road, Stratford New Town, was fined 30s. and 
19s. costs (adulteration 10 per cent.) * David W. Davis, 
of Forest-gate, Stratford, was fined 20s. and 19s. 6d. costs 
(adulteration 5 per cent.). In each of these cases, 
defendants said they sold the milk as received from the 
wholesale dealer. 


ADULTERATED COFFEE. 

At Shrewsbury, on August 17th, Thomas Ecob, 
recently a grocer in High-street, was charged with selling 
coffee adulterated with fifty per cent, of chicory. Mr. 
J. C. PI. Bowdler defended. On July 21st a lad named 
Wallader was sent by Inspector Crovton to the defendant’s 
shop for half-a-pound of coffee. An assistant named 
Thomas Joseph Potter served him, and asked him whether 
he would have that at 8d. or 10d., and the boy said he 
would have that at 8d. the half-pound. The coffee was 
supplied, but the wrapper was previously stamped very in¬ 
distinctly with an india-rubber stamp that the contents 
were “ a mixture.” The inspector then went into the 
shop and told Potter what the coffee had been purchased for 
and he replied that the boy was told that the coffee at 8d. 
was a mixture, and that at lOd. pure. A sample of the 
coffee had since been sent to Dr. Bostock Hill, of Birming¬ 
ham, who certified that it contained fifty per cent, of 
chicory. Mr. Bowdler, for the defence, said the paper was 
stamped, as stated, with a stamp kept for that purpose. 
It was true the letters were not very legible ; but the very 
fact of the stamp being used at all showed that there was 
no intention to defraud. The Bench considered the case a 
bad one, and that the proportion of chicory was excessive 
even if a mixture had been asked for. A fine of £5 snd 
arid costs was inflictedr 


SEIDLITZ POWDERS. 

On August 10th, several cases against wholesale dealers 
were heard at the Brentford Police-court, arising out of a 
case in which Harriet Upton, a shopkeeper of Devonshire- 
road, Chiswick, was fined £5 for selling seidlitz powders 
deficient in tartaric acid and sodium bicarbonate. Messrs. 
Edward Cocks, of Clapham Junction, were summoned for 
having supplied Mrs. Upton with packets of powders 
bearing false labels and not prepared according to the 
British Pharmacopoeia. Mr. C. Robinson represented Mrs. 
Upton, and Mr. G. W. Lay defended. Mr. Walter Tyler, 
the Inspector of Foods and Drugs, conducted the prosecu¬ 
tion. Mrs. Upton said she purchased some seidlitz powders 
from a traveller named Watson. She sold them to the 
public in exactly the same condition as she had received 
them. James Watson, of Shepherd’s Bush, said Mrs. 
Upton said she was out of seidlitz powders, and asked if he 
had any. He left her some, but did not receive any 
money. Mr. Tyler pointed out that on the label the words 
“ British Pharmacopoeia ” were wilfully mis-spelt. Mr. 
Lay : You must summons the printer for mis-spelling. 
Proceeding, Mr. Lay said the summons was for selling the 
powders on July 4th last, whereas the sale took place 
nine months ago. He submitted that on that ground 
alone the proceedings must fail, as Mr. Tyler had been too 
late in taking out the summonses. Mr. Tyler said he could 
not take the summonses out before the proceedings against 
Mrs. Upton had been concluded. The matter was an 
important one for little traders. The magistrates dismissed 
the case. Mr. Bienes, of the “ Drug and Sundries Com¬ 
pany,” was similarly summoned, but one of the witnesses 
for the prosecution stated that he sold the powders to Mrs. 
Upton on his own account, and had nothing whatever to do 
with the present defendant. The magistrates dismissed 
the case, and allowed one guinea as costs. 


A MANCHESTER SELF-RAISING FLOUR. 

Somerset House declares it free from Alum. 

At the Manchester County Police Court on Thursday, 
before the Stipendiary magistrate (Mr. J. M. Yates, Q.C.), 
and other justices, the case of the Police v. Annie Moffit 
was mentioned. The defendant, who carries on business 
as a grocer and provision'dealer in Tamworth-road, Stret¬ 
ford, was summoned for selling one pound of flour which 
contained, it was alleged, ingredients injurious to health 
on the 31st of May last. When the case was before the 
court on the last occasion it was stated that the summons 
was taken out under section 3 of the Food and Drugs Act, 
1875. On the date in question Inspector Jones, of the 
County Police, visited the defendant’s shop and asked for a 
pound of self-raising flour, and it was supplied to him on 
pa}? r ment of twopence. A sample of the flour was sent to 
the county analyst at Liverpool, who certified that the flour 
contained 170 grains of alum, 140 grains of bicarbonate of 
soda, and 65^ grains of salt per pound of wheat flour. The 
public analyst in his observations also said, “ No change 
has taken place in the constitution of the sample that 
would interfere with the analysis. Alum is an astringent 
drug of which the maximum dose is ten grains. In food it 
is injurious to health, whether mixed with bicarbonate of 
soda or not. The quantity present in this sample is 
excessively large, but its use in self-raising flour is quite 
unnecessary and very unusual.” In accordance with the 
request of the defendant the case was adjourned sine die in 
order that a sample of the flour should be sent to Somerset 
House for analysis. The result of this analysis was read 
by Mr. Yates on Friday, and it showed that the sample was 
free from alum. Mr. Chapman, who prosecuted, and Mr. 
Chorlton, who defended, agreed that the case should be 
tried in a few weeks. 


MAIZE IN FLOUR. 

A grocer, named Arthur Bleck, of Mornington-road, 
Smethwick, was summoned for selling flour not of the 
nature and quality demanded, being adulterated with JO 
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per cent, of maize-flour. Mr. Van Tromp, the Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, prosecuted. It was urged 
in defence that as the purchaser did not ask for “ wheaten 
flour,” but simply “ flour,” she secured what she asked for 
and could see from the label that it was pastry flour. The 
Bench fined defendant £1 14s. including costs. Henry 
Ransell, grocer, of Middlemore-road, Smethwick, was fined 
alike amount for a similar offence. 


A HARD CASE. 

The Bridlington magistrates are no doubt as anxious 
as we are to check the wholesale adulteration of food that 
takes place around us ; but to judge from a case that has 
come under our notice, says the New Age , it would seem 
that this anxiety of the Bench had overridden all reason¬ 
able notions of equity. Certainly some change in the law 
is desirable in the interests of shop, assistants. The particu¬ 
lars of the case are as follows :—“ An apprentice lad sells 
to the police 4 ozs. milk of sulphur—his master’s goods, 
and to sell being part of the said apprentice’s duty. Said 
article being found not up to the proper standard—the 
employer’s oversight or fault—the lad is summoned and 
fined £5 and costs, or alternative -two months’ imprison¬ 
ment. This is the lad’s only offence ; he had no means to 
pay and no parents to assist him. He appeals to the 
magistrates and to the Home Secretary for some miti¬ 
gation of this severe penalty, but they are inexorable, and 
had not the fine been paid by a friend the youth must have 
gone to prison for two months and been branded with 
a stigma for the rest of his days through no fault of 
his own. 


TYPHOID FEVER CAUSED BY MILK. 

At the last meeting of the Gainsborough Urban Council, 
the Medical Officer presented his first report since the 
adoption of the Notification Act. Eleven certificates had 
been received—viz., one of diphtheria, six of typhoid fever, 
and four of scarlet fever. Two cases of typhoid were 
traceable to an infected milk supply. Typhoid fever was 
reported at the house of a milk seller, and since then three 
cases had been notified, and in two of them milk from the 
dairy in question had been used. 


THE DEBATE ON THE SALE OF FOOD AND 
DRUGS BILL. 

( Continued from page 4 06). 

In the House of Lords, on August 1st, Viscount 
Cross, in moving the second reading of this Bill, said the 
sale of food and drugs was regulated by the Act of 1875, 
and the sale of margarine by the Act of 1887. But, owing 
to many complaints that a good deal of adulteration was 
being carried on despite these Acts, the matter was 
referred for inquiry in 1892 to a Select Committee, which 
sat for three years. What was required was not so much 
a great alteration in the law as an improvement in the 
administration of the law. The powers which at present 
existed for the administration of the law should be 
enforced on the local authorities, so that the law should be 
strictly carried out in future. It was quite clear, as had 
been shown by the figures which were quoted by the 
President of the Local Government Board, that where 
repression was vigorous adulteration d ecreased. He hoped 
the House would not think that this Bill was brought in 
simply to enact the agricultural part ; quite the contrary 
was the case. The President of the Local Government 
Board had been approached from Manchester by the 
Chamber of Commerce, from Liverpool by the Association 
of Grocers, and from the metropolis by the Butter Associa¬ 
tion, clearly showing that it was the wish of those great 
bodies, which had nothing to do with agriculture, that the 
adulteration of food should be diminished as far as possible. 
Briefly, the principles of the Bill were that there should be 


no interference with legitimate industry, or with whole¬ 
some or valuable articles of food, but that, on the other 
hand, the law must be put in force and obeyed, and the 
trades conducted on honourable and honest principles. He 
explained the various provisions of the Bill. k Touching on 
Clause 8, which provides that it shall be unlawful to 
manufacture margarine which contains more than 10 per 
cent, of butter, he said this matter was very carefully con¬ 
sidered by the Select Committee, whose report showed that 
a vast amount of fraud was perpetrated owing to the 
admixture of butter with margarine, which greatly facili¬ 
tated the substitution of an adulterated for a genuine 
article. Since cream-separators had come into general 
use much of the milk sold was not nutritious, and it was 
cruel to allow poor people to purchase it for their children, 
whose health suffered from lack of nourishment. The Bill 
provided that every receptacle containing condensed, 
separated, or skimmed milk must bear a label inscribed 
“ separated milk ” or “ skimmed milk,” and in Com¬ 
mittee he would ask their lordships to insert the word 
“machine” before “skimmed.” Other provisions he 
alluded to, but they did not require lengthened discussion 
at the present stage. He moved that the Bill be read a 
second time. 

The Earl of Kimberley said he had nothing to urge 
against the object of the Bill, and it was highly desirable 
that legislation against adulteration should be effective, 
but Clause 8 called for observation. That clause made it 
penal to put more than 10 per cent, of butter into mar¬ 
garine, and the arguments of the noble viscount did not 
satisfy him upon this provision. Margarine, so far as he 
could understand, was a cheap and wholesome article of 
food, the consumption of which ought to be encouraged, 
though, of course, the fraudulent sale of it as butter 
should be prevented. To add butter to margarine could- 
not be called adulteration, and he co.uld not understand 
why there was a departure from the usual principles 
adopted in these Bills for allowing mixtures, provided 
such mixture was labelled and sold for what it really was, 
as was the case with chicory and coffee. There was a 
prejudice against margarine, and no doubt it was largely 
bought by consumers as a substitute for butter, but a pro¬ 
vision to promote the sale of one product instead of 
another, both being wholesome, was indefensible in a Bill 
of this kind. 

Viscount Cross said the clause represented the unani¬ 
mous opinion of the Committee. He had admitted that 
margarine was wholesome, but the clause was directed 
against the sale of mixture as butter. 

The Bill was read a second time. 


On August 2nd, the House of Lords went into Com 
mittee on the Bill, the Earl of Morley in the chair. 

On Clause 1, 

Viscount Cross moved to leave out the word “ separa¬ 
ted ” on line seventeen, and to substitute “ machine- 
skimmed ” as the words to be printed on all receptacles 
containing condensed separated or skimmed milk. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the clause added 
to the Bill. 

Clauses 2 to 7 were agreed to. 

On Clause 8, which restricts the amount of butter-fat 
in margarine to 10 per cent. 

Earl Spencer said he did not understand exactly what 
the clause intended to do. The Bill did not prohibit the 
manufacture of margarine, but that clause pre¬ 
vented its improvement, although that could be 
materially done, and a large and growing industry de¬ 
pended on it. 

Viscount Cross said the object of the clause was to 
prevent fraud, which, despite the Margarine Act of 1887, 
was carried on to such an extent that one of 
the witnesses before the Select Committee stated that 
75 per cent, of what was known as margarine was sold 
with a slight mixture of butter as butter and obtained 
butter prices. 

The Earl of Kimberley thought the clause would not 
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prevent fraud. What it would prevent was the pre¬ 
paration of a better article of margarine which could be 
sold as mixed margarine and butter. He did not see why 
a mixed article of margarine and butter should not be 
allowed to be made and sold for what it really was, just as 
various other mixed articles were made and sold for what 
they really were. 

Viscount Cross said the Select Committee which had 
sat for three years came unanimously the conclusion that 
any such mixture, liable as it was to the promotion 
of fraud, should be prohibited. 

The clause was agreed to. 

Viscount Cross moved the following new clauses :— 
“ The provisions of Section 3 and Section 4 of the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act Amendment, 1897 (relating to the 
taking of samples of milk in course of delivery), shall 
apply to every other article of food ; provided that no 
samples shall be taken under this section except upon 
the request or with the consent of the purchaser or con¬ 
signee.” 

The clause was agreed to. 

On Clause 19 (provisions as to the use of warranty 
of the invoice as defence, and proceedings against the 
warrantor). 

Viscount Cross moved the insertion of the following 
new sub-section :— (6) Every person who, in respect of an 
article of food or drug sold by him as principal or agent, 
gives to the purchaser a false warranty in writing, shall be 
liable, on summary conviction, for the first offence to a 
fine not exceeding £20, for the second offence to a fine not 
exceeding £50, and for any subsequent offence to a fine not 
exceeding £100, unless he proves to the satisfaction of 
the court that when he gave the warranty he had reason to 
believe that the statements or descriptions contained 
ther ein were true.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The •’other clause was agreed to, and the Bill was 
reported with amendments to the House. 

On Aug. 3rd, the report of amendments was received, 
and the Bill was read a third time and passed. 


THE ENACTMENTS REPEALED IN THE FOOD 
AND DRUGS ACT. 

In the proceedings on the Food Bill in the 
House of Commons a new schedule was added to 
the Bill on the motion of Mr. Long, repealing certain 
passages in previous Food Acts. The following are 
the sections mentioned in the schedule of “ Enactments 
Repealed,” the words italicised being those declared to be 
now repealed :— 

Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875— 

2. The term “ food ” shall include every article used for 
food or drinlc hy man , other than drugs or water. 

14. The person purchasing any article with the in¬ 
tention of submitting the same to analysis, shall, after the 
purchase shall have been completed, forthwith notify to 
the seller or his agent selling the article his intention to 
have the same analysed by the public analyst, and shall 
offer to divide the article into three parts to be then and 
there separated, and each part to be marked and sealed or 
fastened up in such manner as its nature will permit, and 
shall, if required to do so, proceed accordingly, and shall 
deliver one of the parts to the seller or his agent. He shall 
afterwards retain one of the said parts for future com¬ 
parison, and submit the the third part, if he deems it right 
to have the article analysed, to the analyst. 

15. If the seller or his agent do not accept the offer of the 
purchaser to divide the article purchased in his presence, the 
analyst receiving the article for analysis shall divide the 
same into two parts, and shall seal or fasten up one of those 
parts, and shall cause it to he delivered, either upon receipt of 
the sample or ■when he supplies his certificate to the purchaser, 
who shall retain the same for production in case proceedings 
shcdl afterwards he talcen in the matter. 

Sale of Food and Drugs Act Amendment Act, 
1879 :— 


10. In all prosecutions under the principal Act, and not - 
ivithstanding the provisions of Section 20 of the said Act, the 
summons to appear before the magistrate shall he served upon 
the person charged with violating the provisions of the said 
Act within a reasonable time, and in the case of a perishable 
article not exceeding twenty-eight days from the time of the 
purchase from such person for test purposes of the food or 
drug, for the sale of which in contravention to the terms of the 
principal Act the seller is remdered liable to prosecution ; 
particulars of the offence or offences against the said Act of 
which the seller is accused, and also the name of the 
prosecutor, shall he stated on the summons, and the summons 
shcdl not he made returnable in a less time than seven days 
from the clay it is served upon the person summoned. 

Margarine Act, 1887— 

6 . Every person dealing in margarine in the manner 
described in the preceding section shall conform to the 
following regulations :—Every package, whether opened 
or closed, and containing margarine, shall be branded or 
durably marked “margarine” on the top, bottom, and sides, 
in printed capital letters, not less than three-quarters of an. 
inch square ; and if such margarine be exposed for sale, 
by retail, there shall be attached to each parcel thereof so 
exposed, and in such manner as to be clearly visible to the 
purchaser, a label marked in printed capital letters not less 
than one and a half inches square, “margarine” ; and 
every person selling margarine by retail, save in a package 
duly branded or durably marked as aforesaid, shall in every 
case deliver the same to the purchaser in or with a paper 
wrapper, on which shall be printed in capital letters, not 
less than a quarter of an inch square, “ margarine.” 


THE TEXT OF THE 

SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS ACT, 1899. 

The following is the full text of this Act as passed 
into law: 

An Act to Amend the Law Relating to the Sale of 
Food and Drugs (August 9th, 1899). 

Be it enacted by the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual 
and Temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows: 

1,—(1) If there is imported into the United Kingdom 
any of the following articles, namely :— 

(a) margarine or margarine-cheese except in packages 
conspicuously marked “ Margarine ” or “ Margarine- 
cheese,” as the case may require ; or 

( b ) adulterated or impoverished butter (other than 
margarine) or adultered or impoverished milk or 
cream, except in packages or cans conspicuously 
marked with a name or description indicating that 
the butter or milk or cream has been so treated ; or 

(c) condensed separated or skimmed milk, except in 
tins or other receptacles which bear a label whereon 
the words “ Machine-skimmed milk ” or “ Skimmed 
milk,” as the case may require, are printed in large 
and legible type ; or 

(d) any adulterated or impoverished article of food to 
which Her Majesty may by Order in Council direct 
that this section shall be applied, unless the same be 
imported in packages or receptacles conspicuously 
marked with a name or description indicating that 
the article has been so treated; 

the importer shall be liable, on summary conviction, for 
the first offence to a fine not exceeding twenty pouuds, for 
the second offence to a fine not exceeding fifty pounds, and 
for any subsequent offence to a fine not exceeding one 
hundred pounds. 

(2) The word “importer” shall include any person 
who, whether as owner, consignor, or consignee, agent, or 
broker, is in possession of, or in anywise entitled to the 
custody or control of, the article : prosecutions for offences 
under this section shall be undertaken by the Com¬ 
missioners of Customs ; and subject to the provisions of 
this Act this section shall have effect as if it were part of 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876. 
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(3 ) The Commissioners of Customs shall, in accord¬ 
ance with directions given by the Treasury after 
consultation with the Board of Agriculture, take such 
samples of consignments of imported articles of food as 
may be necessary for the enforcement of the foregoing 
provisions of this section. 

(4) Where the Commissioners of Customs take a sample 
of any consignment in pursuance of such directions they 
shall divide it into not less than three parts, and 
send one part to the importer and one part to the 
principal chemist of the Government laboratories, and 
retain one part. 

(5) In any proceeding under this section the certifi¬ 
cate of the principal chemist of the result of the analysis 
shall be sufficient evidence of the facts therein stated, 
unless the defendant require that the person who made 
the analysis be called as a witness. 

( 6 ) If, in any case, the Commissioners of Customs 
are of opinion that an offence against this section has been 
committed, they shall communicate to the Board of 
Agriculture for their information the name of the importer 
and such other facts as they possess or may obtain as to 
the destination of the consignment. 

(7) For the purpose of this section an article of food 
shall be deemed to be adulterated or impoverished if it has 
been mixed with any other substance, or if any part of it 
has been abstracted so as in either case to affect injuriously 
its quality, substance, or nature. 

Provided that an article of food shall not be deemed 
to be adulterated by reason only of the addition of any 
preservative or colouring matter of such a nature and in 
such quantity as not to render the article injurious to 
health. 

2, —(1) The Local Government Board may, in relation 
to any matter appearing to that Board to affect the general 
interest of the consumer, and the Board of Agriculture 
may, in relation to any matter appearing to that Board to 
affect the general interests of agriculture in the United 
Kingdom direct an officer of the Board to procure for 
analysis samples of any article of food, and thereupon the 
officer shall have all the powers of procuring samples 
conferred by the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, and those 
Acts shall apply as if the officer were an officer authorised 
to procure samples under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, except that— 

(а) the officer procuring the sample shall divide the 
same into four parts, and shall deal with three of such 
parts in the manner directed by Section 14 of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, as amended by 
this Act, and shall send the fourth part to the Board, 
and 

( б ) the fee for analysis shall be payable to the analyst 
by the local authority of the place where the sample 
is procured. 

(2) The Board shall communicate the result of the 
analysis of any such sample to the local authority, and 
thereupon there shall be the like duty and power on the 
part of the local authority to cause proceedings to be 
taken as if the local authority had caused the analysis 
to be made. 

3. —(1) It shall be the duty of every local authority 
entrusted with the execution of the laws relating to the 
sale of food and drugs to appoint a public analyst, and put 
in force from time to time, as occasion may arise, the 
powers with which they are invested, so as to provide 
proper securities for the sale of food and drugs in a pure 
and genuine condition, and in particular to direct their 
officers to take samples for analysis. 

(2) If the Local Government Board or Board of 
Agriculture, after communication with a local authority, 
are of opinion that the local authority have failed to 
execute or enforce any of the provisions of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts in relation to any article of food, 
and that their failure affects the general interest of the 
consumer or the general interests of agriculture in the 
United Kingdom, as the case may be, the Board concerned 
may, by order, empower an officer of the Board to execute 


4i5 


and enforce those provisions or to procure the execution 
and enforcement thereof in relation to any article of food 
mentioned in the order. 

(3) The expenses incurred by the Board or their 
officer under any such order shall be treated as 
expenses incurred by the local authority in the execution 
of the said Acts, and shall be paid by the local authority 
to the Board on demand, and in default the Board may 
recover the amount of the expenses with costs from the 
local authority. 

(4) For the purposes of this section an order of 
the Board shall be conclusive in respect of any default, 
amount of expenses, or other matter therein stated or 
appearing. 

(5) Any public analyst appointed under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts shall furnish such proof of com¬ 
petency as may from time to time be required by regulation 
framed by the Local Government Board. 

4. —(1) The Board of Agriculture may, after such 
inquiry as they deem necessary, make regulations for 
determining what deficiency in any of the normal con¬ 
stituents of genuine milk, cream, butter, or cheese, or 
what addition of extraneus matter or proportion of water 
in any sample of milk (including condensed milk), cream, 
butter, or cheese, shall, for the purposes of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts, raise a presumption, until the con¬ 
trary is proved, that the milk, cream, butter, or cheese is 
not genuine or is injurious to health, and an analyst shall 
have regard to such regulations in certifying the result of 
an analysis under those Acts. 

(2) Any regulations made under this section shall be 
notified in the London and Edinburgh Gazettes, and shall 
also be made known in such other manner as the Board of 
Agriculture may direct. 

5. The provisions of the Margarine Act, 1887, as- 
amended by this Act, shall extend to margarine-cheese, 
and shall apply accordingly, with the substitution of 
‘‘margarine-cheese” and “cheese” for “margarine” and 
“ butter,” and provided that all margarine-cheese sold or 
dealt in otherwise than by retail shall either be enclosed in 
packages marked in accordance with the Margarine Act, 
1887, as amended by this Act, or be itself conspicuously 
branded with the words “ margarine-cheese.” 

6 - (1) Where under this Act, or the Margarine Act, 
1887, it is required that any package containg margarine 
or margarine-cheese shall be branded or marked the brand 
or mark shall be on the package itself and not solely on a 
label, ticket, or other thing attached thereto. 

(2) The letters required to be printed on the paper 
wrapper in which margarine or margarine-cheese is sold 
shall be capital block letters not less than half an inch 
long and distinctly legible, and no other printed matter 
shall appear on the wrapper. 

(3) The words “ or with ” in Section 6 of the Mar¬ 
garine Act, 1887, shall be repealed. 

7-—(1) Every occupier of a manufactory of margarine 
or margarine-cheese, and every wholesale dealer in such 
substances, shall keep a register showing the quantity and 
destination of each consignment of such substances sent 
out from his manufactory or place of business, and this 
register shall be open to the inspection of any officer of the 
Board of Agriculture. 

(2) Any officer of the Board of Agriculture shall have 
power to enter at all reasonable times any manufactory of 
margarine or margarine-cheese, and to inspect any process 
of manufacture therein, and to take samples for analysis. 

(3) If any such occupier or dealer— 

(a) fails to keep such a register, or 

(b) refuses to produce the register when required to 
, do so by an officer of the Board of Agriculture, or 

(c) fails to keep the register posted up to date, or 

(d) wilfully makes any entry in the register which is 

false in any particular, or 

(e) fraudulently omits to enter any particular which 

ought to be entered in the register, 

he shall be liable, on summary conviction, for the first 
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offence to a fine not exceeding ten pounds, and for any 
subsequent offence to a fine not exceeding fifty pounds. 

(4) The provisions of section nine of the Margarine 
Act, 1887, relating to registration of manufactories shall 
extend to any premises wherein the business of a wholesale 
dealer in margarine or margarine-cheese is carried on. 

(5) The registration of a manufactory or other 
premises shall be forthwith notified by the local authority 
to the Board of Agriculture. 

8 - It shall be unlawful to manufacture, sell, expose 
for sale, or import any margarine, the fat of which 
contains more than ten per cent, of butter-fat, and every 
person who manufactures, sells, exposes for sale or 
imports any margarine which contains more than that per¬ 
centage, shall be guilty of an offence under the Margarine 
Act, 1887, and any defence which would be a defence under 
section seven of that Act shall be a defence under this 
section, and the provisions of the former section shall 
apply accordingly. 

Provided that nothing in this section shall apply to 
any margarine manufactured or imported in fulfiment of 
any contract made before the twentieth day of July, one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine. 

9- Every person who, himself or by his servant, in 
any highway or place of public resort sells milk or milk or 
cream from a vehicle or from a can or other receptacle, 
shall have conspicuously inscribed on the vehicle or 
receptacle his name and address, and in default shall be 
liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding two 
pounds, 

10. In the case of a sample taken of milk in course of 
delivery, or of margarine or margarine.cheese forwarded 
by a public conveyance, the person taking the sample 
shall forward by registered parcel or otherwise a portion 
of the sample marked, and sealed or fastened up, to the 

-consigner if his name and address appear on the can or 
package containing the article sampled. 

11. Every tin or other receptacle containing condensed 
separated or skimmed milk must bear a label clearly 
visible to the purchaser on which the words “ Machine- 
skimmed milk,” or “ Skimmed milk,” as the case may 
require, are printed in large and legible type, and if any 
person sells or exposes or offers for sale condensed separated 
or skimmed milk in contravention of this section he shall 
be liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding 
ten pounds. 

12 . The label referred to in section eight of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, shall not be deemed to be 
distinctly and legibly written or printed within the mean¬ 
ing of that section unless it is so written or printed that 
the notice of mixture given by the label is not obscured by 
other matter on the label; provided that nothing in this 
enactment shall hinder or affect the use of any registered 
trade mark, or of any label which has been continuously 
in use for at least seven years before the commencement of 
this Act; but the Comptroller-General of Patents, Designs, 
and Trade Marks shall'not register any trade mark pur¬ 
porting to describe a mixture unless it complies with the 
requirements of this enactment. 

13- In section fourteen of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, 1875, the words “ offer to” and the words “ proceed 
accordingly and shall ” shall be repealed. 

14. The provisions of section three and section four 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act Amendment Act, 1879 
(relating to the taking of samples of milk in course of 
delivery), shall apply to every other article of food; 
provided that no samples shall be taken under this section 
except upon the request or with the consent of the 
purchaser or consignee. 

15. In section sixteen of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, 1875, ths words “registered parcel” shall be sub¬ 
stituted for the words “ registered letter.” 

16- Any person who wilfully obstructs or impedes 
any inspector or other officer in the course of his duties 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, or by any gratuity, 
bribe, promise, or other inducement prevents, or attempts 
to prevent, the due execution by such inspector or officer 


of his duty under those Acts, shall be liable, on summary 
conviction, for the first offence to a fine not exceeding 
twenty pounds, for the second offence to a fine not exceed¬ 
ing fifty {Hounds, and for any subsequent offence to a fine 
not exceeding one hundred pounds. 

17- —(1) Where, under any provision of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, a person guilty of an offence is 
liable to a fine which may extend to twenty pounds as a 
maximum, he shall be liable for a second offence under 
the same provision to a fine not exeeeding fifty pounds, 
and for any subsequent offence so a fine not exceeding one 
hundred pounds. 

(2) Where, under any provision of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts, a person guilty of an offence is liable to a 
fine exceeding fifty pounds, and the offence, in the opinion 
of the court, was committed by the personal act, default, 
or culpable negligence of the person accused, that person 
shall be liable (if the court is of opinion that a fine will 
not meet the circumstances of the case) to imprisonment, 
with or without hard labour, for a period not exceeding 
three months. 

18- Notwitstanding anything in section seventeen of 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, where any article 
of food or drug is exposed for sale in an unopened tin or 
packet duly labelled, no person shall be required to sell it 
except in the unopened tin or packet in which it is 
contained. 

19- — (1) When any article of food or drug has been 
purchased from any person for test purposes, any prosecu¬ 
tion under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts in respect to 
the sale thereof, notwithstanding anything contained in 
section twenty of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875, 
shall not be instituted after the expiration of twenty-eight 
days from the time of the purchase. 

(2) In any prosecution under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts the summons shall state particulars of the 
offence or offences alleged, and also the name of the 
prosecutor, and shall not be made returnable in less time 
than fourteen days from the day on which it is served, and 
there must be served therewith a copy of any analyst’s 
certificate obtained on behalf of the prosecutor. 

20- —(1) A warranty or invoice shall not be available 
as a defence to any proceeding under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts unless the defendant has, within seven days 
after service of the summons, sent to the purchaser a copy 
of such warranty or invoice, with a written notice stating 
that he intends to rely on the warranty or invoice, and specify¬ 
ing the name and address of the person from whom he 
received it, and has also sent a like notice of his intention 
to such person. 

(2) The person by whom such warranty or invoice is 
alleged to have been given shall be entitled to appear 
at the hearing and to give evidence, and the court may, if 
it thinks fit, adjourn the hearing to enable him to do so. 

(3) A warranty or invoice given by a person resident 
outside the United Kingdom shall not be available as a 
defence to any proceeding under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts, unless the defendant proves that he had taken 
reasonable steps to ascertain and did in fact believe in the 
accuracy of the statement contained in the warranty or 
invoice. 

(4) Where the defendant is a servant of the person 
who purchased the article under a warranty or invoice he 
shall, subject to the provisions of this section, be entitled 
to rely on section twenty-five of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, and section seven of the Margarine Act, 
1887, in the same way as his employer or master would 
have been entitled to do if he had been the defendant, 
provided that the servant further proves that he had no 
reason to believe that the article was otherwise than that 
demanded by the prosecutor. 

(5) Where the defendant in a prosecution under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts has been discharged under 
the provisions of section twenty-five of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875, as amended by this Act, any pro¬ 
ceedings under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts for giving 
the warranty relied on by the defendant in such prosecution, 


Digitized by 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


1 


Original from 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 



Generated on 2020-07-2O 21:55 GMT / https://hdl.handle.net/2027/mdp.39015059370141 

Public Domain in the United States / http://www.hathitrust. 0 rg/access_use#pd-us 


August 26, 1899. 


FOOD AND SANITATION. 


417 


may be taken as well before a court having jurisdiction in 
the place where the article of food or drug to which the 
warranty relates was purchased for analysis as before a 
court having jurisdiction in the place where the warranty 
was given, 

(6) Every person who, in respect of an article of food 
or drug sold by him as principal or agent, gives to the 
purchaser a false warranty in writing, shall be liable, on 
summary con vie tion, for th e first offence to a line not ex ceeding 
twenty pouuds, for the second offence to a fine not exceed¬ 
ing fifty pounds, and for any subsequent offence to a fine 
not exceeding one hundred pounds, unless he proves to the 
satisfaction of the court that when he gave the warranty 
he had reason to believe that the statements or descriptions 
contained therein were true. 

21 . The justices or court referred to in section 
twenty-two of the Sale of Pood and Drugs Act, 1875, shall 
on the request of either party under that section cause an 
article of food or drug to be sent to the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue for analysis, and may, if they think fit, 
do so without any such request. 

22*—(1) At the hearing of the information in 
any proceeding under the Sale and Drugs Acts, the 
production by the defendant of a certificate of analysis by 
a public analyst in the form prescribed in section eighteen 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, shall be sufficient 
evidence of the facts therein stated, unless the prosecutor 
requires that the analyst be called as a witness. 

(2) A copy of every such certificate shall be sent to 
the prosecutor at least three clear days before the return 
day, and if it be not so sent the court may, if it thinks 
fit adjourn the hearing on such terms as may seem proper. 

23- This Act shall apply to Scotland with the sub¬ 
stitution for “ the Local Government Board ” of “the Local 
Government Board for Scotland,” and all powers and duties 
vested in or imposed on the Secretary for Scotland in 
relation to the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts shall be 
transferred to, vested i-n, ox* imposed on the Local Govern¬ 
ment Board for Scotland. 

24- This Act shall apply to Ireland with the substitu¬ 
tion for “ the Board of Agriculture ” of “ the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland,” and 
for “ the Local Government Board ” of “ the Local Govern¬ 
ment Board for Ireland,” and for The London and Edinburgh 
Gazettes of The Dublin Gazette. 

25* In this Act, unless the context otherwise 
requires— 

The expression “ margarine-cheese ” means any sub¬ 
stance whether compound or otherwise, which is 
prepared in imitation of cheese, and which contains 
fat not derived from milk: 

The expression “ cheese ” means the substance usually . 
known as cheese, containing no fat derived otherwise 
than from milk : 

The expression “ local authority ” means any local 
authority authorised to. appoint an analyst for the 
purposes of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, and the 
expression “public analyst” means an analyst so 
appointed: 

Other expressions have the same meaning as in the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Acts, and an offence under this 
Act shall be treated as an offence under those Acts. 

26- For the purposes of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts the expression “ food ” shall include every article 
used for food or drink by man, other than drugs or water; 
and any article which ordinarily enters into or is used in 
the composition or preparation of human food ; and shall 
also include flavouring matters and condiments. 

27. The enactments in the schedule to this Act are 
hereby repealed to the extent mentioned in the third 
column of that schedule. 

28-—(1) This Act may be cited as the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1899, and the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, 1875, and the Sale of Food and Drugs - Act Amend¬ 
ment Act, 1879, and the Margarine Act, 1887, and this 
Act may be cited collectively as the Sale of Food and 


Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, and are in this Act referred to 
as the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. 

(2) This Act shall come into operation on the first 
day of January, one thousand nine hundred. 

Schedule : Enactments Repealed. 


Session & Chapter. 

Short Title. 

Extent of Repeal. 

38 and 39 Vic., c. 63 

The Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875 

In Section 2 the 
definition of the 
term “food.” 



! In Section 14 the 
words “offer to,” 
and the words “pro¬ 
ceed accordingly 
and shall.” 



Section 15. 



In Section 27, the 
words from ‘ ‘ Every 
person who shall 
give a false war¬ 
ranty in writing ” 
to “a penalty not 
exceeding twenty 
pounds.” 

42 and 43 Vic., c. 30 

The Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act 
Amendment Act, 
1879 

Section 10. 

50 and 51 Vic., c. 29 

The Margarine A ct, 
1887 

In Section 6 the 
words “ or with,” 
and the words, “ not 
less than a quarter 
of and inch square.’ 7 

54 and 55 Vic , c. 46 

The Post Office Act, 
1891 

Section 11. 


SOME SHORTCOMINGS OF THE WEIGHTS 
AND MEASURES ACTS. 

By Mr. Allan Grainger, 

Chief Inspector of Weights and Measures to the 
Birmingham Corporation. 

In an address recently delivered to the members of 
the Grocers’ Federation Mr. Granger said:— 

Permit me in the first place to say that it is a matter 
of satisfaction to myself to have this opportunity of 
addressing some observations upon the Weights and 
Measures Acts to a representative meeting of the Federation 
of Grocers’ Associations of the United Kingdom—one of 
the largest and most influencial bodies of its kind. It is 
pleasant to know that the relation existing between the 
inspected and the inspectors is such as to permit of friendly 
intercourse for the exchange of opinions, to the advantage, 
I hope, not only of ourselves, but of the public generally. 
There is no reason why trader and inspector should not 
regard each other with the kindliest feelings. The more 
the two know of each other, the less will be the friction. 
On the one hand there will be less straining after 
technicalities, and on the other a better knowledge of the 
Acts, and a better disposition towards their requirements. 
I apprehend that it is the duty of the inspector to hold the 
balance fairly between the trader and the purchaser. This 
is a point which it is to be feared is often lost sight of, as 
also is the extent of the indebtedness in this respect of the 
trader to the inspector. A scale may be unjust against the 
seller as well as against the buyer. If through wear and 
tear, or from faulty construction, a scale be not sensi¬ 
tive, overweight is given at each weighing, the amount 
varying according to the degree of dulness of the scale. In 
time this excess weight often runs into large quantities, 
and consequently so much value is lost to the seller. In 
this connection it behoves every trader to keep a vigilant 
eye upon the weighing instruments used in his business ? 


Digitized by 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Original from 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 



Generated on 2020-07-2O 21:55 GMT / https://hdl.handle.net/2027/mdp.39015059370141 

Public Domain in the United States / http://www.hathitrust. 0 rg/access_use#pd-us 


418 


FOOD AND SANITATION. 


August 26, 1899. 


and not to depend solely upon the inspectorial visit. 
Moreover, in this, as in so many other matters, an article 
of good quality, though the first cost may be greater, is the 
cheapest in the long run. Nothing is to be gained by 
using cheap rubbishy scales. A good weighing machine 
soon pays for itself by the precision of its working. 

Classification of Weighing Instruments. 

As many of you are aware, there are three classes of 
weighing instruments, viz. —“ Class I.,” “ Class II.,” and 
u Class III.” The inspector’s test for sensitiveness varies 
according to the class which is marked upon the instru¬ 
ment. For compound lever machines, which comprise 
platform machines and weighbridges, there is a special 
table of allowances, and they do not fall within the classi¬ 
fication mentioned. A scale marked “Class I.,” is put to 
a more severe test than a “ Class II.” scale, which in its 
turn is tested more severely than a scale marked “ Class 
III.” For instance, a beam-scale of 56 lbs. capacity 
“ Class I.” when presented for verification would not be 
passed by an inspector unless it turned with one dram 
when loaded up to its full capacity. A similar instrument but 
marked “ Class II.,” would be passed if it turned with four 
drams ; and six drams w r ould be allowed if it were marked 
il Class III.” You will thus see that the degree of sensi¬ 
tiveness required of “ Class II.” scales is one-fourth, and 
of “ Class III.” scales one-sixth of that of “ Class I.” scales- 
The model regulations issued by the Board of Trade for 
the guidance of inspectors in the discharge of their duties 
state that weighing instruments such as those used for 
bread and meat should be marked “Class II.” when 
submitted for verification, and those which are used by 
itinerant vendors or for weighing coals, vegetables, wood, 
and metal should be marked “ Class III.” This arrange- 
-me-at is hardly-§atisfactory. A manufacturer classifies the 
scales he makes as he thinks fit, and if they are submitted 
by him for verification, as is often the case, the inspector 
is not in a position to know to what purpose they are likely 
to be put. As soon as the official stamp is affixed to a 
scale it becomes'a legal instrument, and may certainly be 
applied to what use the owner thinks fit. But here the 
user and the inspector sometimes clash. The latter find¬ 
ing, say, a “ Class III.” scale used for what is considered 
a “ Class II.” purpose, takes objection to it, and perhaps 
he defaces the stamp. This cause of trouble might be 
avoided by classifying scales according to their construc¬ 
tion, and not according to the purpose for which they are 
to be used. Let there be particular tests laid down for 
beam-scales, counter machines, compound lever machines, 
steelyards, and spring balances, and such a classification 
would, I think, be more satisfactory and more logical than 
the existing one. At the present time the beam-scale is 
practically i lie only one which meets the requirements of 
“ Class I.,” and I would strongly urge the largest possible 
use of this class of scale. The beam-scale, whilst it is the 
most ancient, is the simplest and most sensitive form of 
weighing instrument. It should be employed in the 
fullest extent in trade, as it undoubtedly gives the best 
results. T .13 shopkeeper buys wholesale and sells retail. 
The loss occassioned by a sluggish scale will sometimes 
make all the difference between a profit and a loss. 

Verification Fees. 

The question of the fees to be paid for the verification and 
stamping of weights, measures, and weighing instruments is 
naturally one which appeals to all traders who are affected 
by the Weights and Measures Acts, and it is one which has 
of late years attracted considerable attention. Section 13 of 
the 1889 Act says :—“ An inspector of weights and mea¬ 
sures may take in respect of the verification and stamping 
of weights, measures, and weighing instruments the fees 
specified in the first schedule to this Act and no others, 
and no discount shall be allowed.” One would think that 
this was clear enough and jmecise enongh to secure a 
uniform charge throughout the country. What do we 
find ? Glass and earthenware pint and half-pint measures 
being verified and stamped in some places for a half¬ 
penny, and in others for a farthing, notwithstanding that 


the statutory fee is a penny, and which, bear in mind, is 
paid in the great majority of cases. It comes 
about in this way. The measures are stamped on the 
premises of the manufacturer of dealer, who supplies 
the necessary machinery and assistance. In con¬ 
sideration of these services a rebate, not a discount 
mark you, is allowed of sixpence or ninepence in the 
shilling. The obligation, I think, should be the other way 
about, for the dealer gains considerably by the inspector 
attending at his premises. It saves the expense, time, and 
trouble of sending the measures to the inspector’s office, 
and of the unpacking and repacking that would be involved 
with the attendant risk of breakages. The effect of this 
system is to set up an unseemly competition between local 
authorities, and the dealer in the most favoured district is 
given an unfair advantage over his competitors in other 
places where the rebate is less or is unknown altogether. 
But, better still, one or two local authorities have recently 
determined not to charge verification fees at all, and the 
lucky traders within their district will get off scott-free in 
this respect. On the other hand, there are many traders 
who have to pay for the reverification of their weighing 
and measuring plant every time that operation takes place 
(which is at least once a year), although the appliances 
may be correct and duly stamped. This practice acts as a 
bar to frequent reverification, which ought to be encouraged 
as much as possible. To my mind traders ought to have 
the facility of ascertaining, free of charge, whether or not 
their scales, weights, and measures are correct. Such 
facility does exist in some places. The charging of fees on 
the occasion of each and every reverification present, to say 
the least of it, a striking contrast. Again, a trader may 
move from one district to another. His weighing and 
measuring appliances are in order in every respect, but he 
is sometimes called upon to have them re-stamped because 
the inspector here required all weights, measures, and 
weighing instruments within his district to bear his own 
stamp. In view of this, one wonders what Section 45 of 
the 1878 Act means, which sets’ forth -that Ji -~a»-weigh4 or 
measure duly stamped by an inspector under this Act shall 
be a legal weight or measure throughout the United 
Kingdom unless found to be false or unjust, and shall not 
be liable to be re-stamped because used in any other place 
other than that in which it was originally stamped.” Let 
a railway company move a machine from one district to 
another and let an inspector insist on re-stamping. 
He may re-stamp, but he will whistle for the fee. In 
brief, tne question of fees is at the present time in a de¬ 
lightful muddle. (To be continued next week.) 

FERRUGINOUS EGGS 

It may truly be said that there is scarcely any branch 
in which medicine has not advanced within the last twenty 
years, but in no one branch has more improvement been 
shown than in the compounding and putting together of 
drugs. No more is the unwilling patient to swallow large 
doses of nauseating medicine, for sugar-coated pills, 
capsules, and wafers have come into use, and the patients 
can now take the most vile-tasting medicines without dis¬ 
comfort. According to a Transatlantic contemporary, an 
ingenious person has come forward with a still more 
ingenious plan which opens up to pharmacy unbounded 
possibilities of going still further ahead. On account of the 
difficulty of assimilating iron as a medicine, a French 
chemist has sought to introduce it in a digestibie way by 
what he terms ferruginous eggs. Hens can digest iron 
easily, while rendering it back through the albumen 
of their eggs in a form which is easily digested 
by the weaker stomachs of mankind. A salt of 
iron is given to the hens with grains of wheat. 
A dozen of these medicated grains of wheat a day 
make the hens, after three or four days, lay eggs, 
which are very rich in iron already digested. The chemist 
in question is said to be experimenting f urther with other 
drugs, and it is not without the bounds of possibility 
we shall shortly be.able to take our medicines in the form 
of eggs.— Grocers’ Review. 
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THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says 
u The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing 
•epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
similar diseases.” 

M. de Freycinet (Report of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Officiel , February 14th. 1892), 
says “ Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
thisdatfe over 200,000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 
with Pasteur Filters. 

Made in a variety of Patterns for 

J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 14 


Sir Henry Roscoe, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. (Westminster Gazette, 
September 8th, 1893), says :—“ Ordinary filters are no good at all 

The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material. Dr. H. H. Johnston, D.Sc., M.D., C.M., 
states “ The Pasteur=Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes. 

7 , HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 


West End Show Rooms-203, VICTORIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


IRYEN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., I J TUfji DpAAT 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings & Cumberland Street, j 111 I il Ik A \J\J LAl 

WARRANTED PURE. 

“ LI-VER” brand of lard. 

THOMAS WOOD’S 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 


2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 


Jam Factory SWAN LEY, KENT. 

London co ; ,..„n„.„ wn. MARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 


ROBERT BURNETT & CO., 

VAUXHALL, LONDON. 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 



H. C. JANSEN’S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST, 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 
International Bakery Exhibition, Amsterdam , 1886 


It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 

GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF HONOUR \ Highest Atvard ever givm 
DIPL OMA 0 fHONO UR j for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition, 

Ghent , Belgium , 1893. 
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ALL EXPERT ANALYSTS 

Navy and Army Surgeons, and Medical 
Officers of Health will tell you that 


NTSERRAT 



Lime-Fruit 

Juice 


is the PUREST and BEST, and the most 
Cooling, Refreshing, and Healthful Drink. 
It has the Real Taste and Flavour of the ~ 
Fresh Fruit, being made from the famous 
“MONTSERRAT” Cultivated Lime-Fruit. 


“MONTSERRAT ” LIME=FRUIT JUICE has been 

ADOPTED BY HER MAJESTY’S GOVERNMENT FOR USE IN 

the Royal Navy. 

—*— ■ ■ "ft ■ —. 

Lord Kitchener, 

the hero of Omdurman, selected Montserrat ” 
for the Troops in the Soudan Campaign. 

United States Government also obtained supplies 
for Philippine and Cuban campaigns—sold by 
Druggists, Grocers, and Wine Merchants every¬ 
where. 


Printed and Published by M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria-lane, London. E.C.. to whom all communications must be addressed. 
On sale by E. W. Allen. 4. Ave-Maria-Iane, Paternoster-row. E.O 
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Subs. 6a. 6d, per Ann., Post Free, 

PRICE ONE PENNY. 



BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 

SEABDRY & JOHNSON, 

HAVE FOR YEARS MAINTAINED '5 PER GENT. OF BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS AS THE STANDARD STRENGTH FOR THEIR 

BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 

It has become common for Plasters to be offered to the trade labelled “ Belladonna Plasters M which contain scarcely any 

of the alkaloid, and in many cases absolutely none. 

Report of THE LANCET December 3N, 1N98. 

“Seabury & Johnson’s Belladonna Plasters are not only satisfactory on account of the excellence of the rubber basis, 
but—of more importance still—are standardised in regard to the constituents of Belladonna, the yield of alkaloids on analysis 
being just slightly orer half per cent, in accordance with pharmaceutical requirements. These Plasters may therefore be relied 
upon.” _ 

Sole Depot for Great Britain apd Colonies—FASSETT & JOHNSON, 31 & 32, SNOW HILL, LONDON, EC 



Invalid Bovril, 


like ordinary Bovril, contains the actual substance of the primest lean ox beef in the finest possible state of division, but m a 
more concentrated form. It is specially prepared for use iu the sick room, and contains no seasoning. It is a perfect beef 
tea, plus the ALBUMIN and FLBRINE of Beef, in the form best suited to the enfeebled powers of digestion and assimilation 


Virol 


is an ideal strengthening food for Infants, growing Children, Invalids, and others. It enriches the blood and supplies all the 
elements for growth ana nutrition, being composed of finest Extract of Malt, Red Bone Marrow, and Fresh Eggs. It is 
extremely palatable, and may be used with advantage in place of nauseating mixtures of Cod Liver Oil. 

Other Preparations. 

Bovril Wine. Beef Jelly. Bovril Stamnoids (A “Food by the 

Bovril Lozenges. Liebig’s Extract of Beef. Way”). 

Bovril Meat Juice (Raw Meat Malto-Carnis (“ Caffyn’s ”). Bovril Chocolate. 

Juice). Liquor Carnis (“Cafiyn’s”) (Raw Bovril Cocoa. 

Bovril Biscuits. Meat Juice). Kudos Cocoa Essence. 

Horsford’s Acid Phosphate. 


ROVPII niFT CH APT'S _Medical gentlemen will learn with interest that these useful pocket publications (No 1 for ordinary use, No. 

DV/ ’ Ivllw I/IL /1 VllrVIVl f or use ; n Fever c ises) which have hitherto proved of considerable service to the pro'essiou can still he had o 

application to Bovril Limited. 30, Farringdon Street, E.C 

BOVRIL, LIMITED, Food Specialists and Hospital Purveyors, LONDON. 
Contractors to Her Majesty's and Foreign Governments. 

Chairman: J. LAWSON JOHNSTON- Vice-Chairman: THE VISCOUNT DUNCANNON, C.B 

Analytical Chemist: WILLIAM HARKNESS, P.I.C., P.C.S., P.R.M.S., Forty Years Food Analyst to Her Majesty’s Government. 
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EIGHT PRIZE MEDALS AWARDED. 


HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 


YORKSHIRE RELISH. 

Most Delicious Sauce in the World. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S BAKING POWDER. 

The Best in the World. Id. Packets. [6d.., Is., 2s., and 5s. Tins. 

GOODALL’S EGG POWDER. 

One Gd. Tin is equal to 25 eggs. In Id. Packets. 6d., Is., and 
5s. Tins. 


GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER. 

Delic'ous Custards without Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., and Is. each. 

GOODALL’S BLANCMANGE POWDER. 

Delicious Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. and Is. each. 


GOODALL’S QUININE WINE, B.P. 

Best Tonic yet introduced. Bottles, 6d., Is., and 2s. each. 

GOODALL’S GiNGER^ER POWDER. 

Makes the Best Ginger-Beer. Packets, 3d. and 6d. 

GOODALL’S”BRUNSWICK BLACK. 

For Painting Stoves, Grates, Iron, Tin, &c. Bottles, 6d. and Is. 

GOODALL’S - LAVENDER WATER. 

A Rich and Lasting Perfume. Bottles, Is., 2s., and 5s. each. 

GOODALL’S" PLATE POWDER. 

For Polishing and Cleaning all Metals. Boxes, 6d., Is., and 2s. 

GOODALL'S JELLY “SQUARES, 

Makes a Delicious and Nutritious Jelly. In £ pint, 1 pint, and 
quart boxes, 3d., 6d., and Is. each. 


Proprietors-GOODALL, BACKHOUSE & Co., LEEDS. 

PATENT MEDICINES A GROCERS’ SUNDRIES. 

Monthly Price List of Patent Medicines, Grocers’ Sundries, &c., will be sent post free on application. 

GiOODALL, BACKHOUSE & CO., LEEDS 

GAMBLES VINEGAR 

Guaranteed BREWED and free from JUiY JIBBED J1C1BS. 

GRIMBLE $ Co., Limited, Cumberland Market, London, N.W. 



Carnrick’s Beef Peptonoids Powder 


“ If a medical man desires to give an invalid or convalescent a preparation by the use 
of which the formation of flesh and blood is to be promoted and vigour infused into a 
patient, * Beef Peptonoids ’ for this purpose stands first and foremost amongst all the 
preparations I have examined.”— Dr. Stutzer, 



(BEEF PEPTONOIDS ENTIRELY DIGESTED AND DISSOLVED). 


A DELICIOUS NUTRITIVE CORDIAL. A MOST VALUABLE TONIC, STIMULANT, AND FOOD, 

u Ajvery powerful Tonic and Stimulant.”— Lancet. 

CARNRiCK & CO., LU, 21 & 25, HART ST., BLOOBSBDRY, W.C. 
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COLEMAN’S 

“ WINCARNIS ” 

OR 

LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 

IS TIIE EINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

Have been received from Medical Men. 

Seven Gold fDedals and One SilVet* medal 

Have been awarded. 

Sold in Bottles. 2/9 and 4/6 everywhere. 


Sole Manufacturers : 

COLEMAN & CO., LIMITED, NORWICH and LONDON. 

A 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt o'f 33 Stamps. 


NOTICE TO READERS. 

Food and Sanitation will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates: 

Three months . 1/8. 

Six „ 3/3. 

Twelve 6/6. 

Postal Orders to be made payable to M. PTexry. 4. Ave Maria- 
lane. London, E.C.. to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 

Bound volumes of Yob T.. TI.. Ill. V.. and YL, may be 
obtained from E. W. Allen. 4. Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster-row, 
London. E.C. Price 5/- each. 

Binding: Cases for Food and Sanitation, in cloth, sold 

lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. Allen. 4, Ave Maria- 
lane. London. E.C. Price Is. 6d. each. 


CONTENTS. 

-Px<tet 423—Publicans and the Notice Swindle—Weighing Paper 
with Sugar—Js Camphorated Oil a Drug 
,, 424—Water at Spirit Price 

„ 425—A Novel Milk Defence—Analysts Differ—Seidlitz 
Powders—Margarine Act Prosecutions 
,. 426—Refusing to Sell for Analysis 

„ 427—Copner in Peas—A Private Purchaser Punishes a 
Wholesale Pepper Swindler—The Sale of Tea in 
Packets—Poisoned by Tinned Lobster—Some 
Shortcomings of the Weights and Measures Acts 
„ 428—Alleged Unsound Meat at Merthyr—The Yirtues of 
the Tomato—Practical Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals—Shell Fish and Typhoid Fever 
,, 429—A Corporation become Sellers of Infants’ Food—Golden 
Syrup—A Co-operative Society and Its Butter— 
The Ferruginous Wine Swindle—A Wart Ointment 
—Cotton-Seed Oil as Food 

„ 430—The Food Preservative Danger—Olive Oil—A Trade 
View of the Law on Unsound Food—Excess Water 
in Bread 


Food and Sanitation. 

SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 1899. 


PUBLICANS AND THE NOTICE SWINDLE. 

Some of our readers, we are glad to note, are taking 
objection to the renewal of licenses to publicans who rob 
the public under the dilution nolice dodge. A recent 
glaring case showed that the article sold as whisky was 
fraudulently mixed with no less than nineteen per cent, of 
water over and above the twenty-five per cent, allowed by 
the Food and Drugs Act, i.e ., the publican was obtaining 
spirit price for that percentage of water, but he escaped 


conviction because he exhibited a notice in a conspicuous 
place at the end of the bar :—“ All spirits sold in this 
establishment are diluted, but not below half proof 
strength.” Another notice contained the words : “ No 
specific alcoholic strength guaranteed,” and had been hung 
up for ten or twelve years. That such notices ever 
received judicial encouragement is disgraceful, as the 
thievery fostering decision of Lord Chief Justice Cockburn 
enables the dishonest publicans to plunder the public of 
over £300,000 per year for water sold at spirit price and 
to set the Food and Drugs Act at defiance. It is obvious that 
publicans of this character are not fit and proper persons 
to hold licenses, and we hope our subscribers will oppose 
renewals to all such persons, as was successfully done at 
several places last year, renewals of licenses being granted 
only on the understanding that the notices be removed and 
the spirits sold at proper strength. 

WEIGHING PAPER WITH SUGAR. 

The legality of weighing paper with sugar has again 
been challenged. In the Queen’s Bench Division, Dublin, 
recently, Mr. Gibson (instructed by Mr. Hanmore) applied 
on behalf of Peter Gaughran, of Navan, grocer, for a con¬ 
ditional order to quash a conviction of the 2nd of August 
by the justices who presided at the Navan Petty Sessions, 
in the case of a summons by Sergeant Francis Marron 
against his client. Mr. Gaughran was summoned under 
the Weights and Measures Act of 1878. The complainant 
was an inspector appointed under that Act, and he stated 
that on the 26th of June last he visited defendant’s estab¬ 
lishment, and tested the scales and beams, which he found 
correct; that a woman entered and purchased lib. of 
sugar, which, he stated was eight drachms less than the 
full weight, and that lie ascertained such deficiency not on 
weighing the sugar so purchased, hut by weighing a lib. 
sugar bag similar to that in which the sugar was weighed. 
Mr. Planmore further stated that the evidence given by 
Sergeant Marron, on the 19th of July, was repeated on the 
6th of August, and that he (Mr. Hanmore) then submitted 
that no offence was disclosed, and that he quoted a decision 
by Mr. Justice Matthews and Mr. Justice Bruce, reversing 
a conviction of the Wolverhampton magistrates under 
similar circumstances. After a lengthened consultation, 
in which the petty sessions clerk and the district inspector 
took part, the magistrates fined his client Is. and Is. 6d. 
costs, or, in the alternative, seven day’s imprisonment. He 
(Mr. Hanmore) submitted that if the magistrates’ order 
was not reversed it would revolutionize trade and cause 
great inconvenience to the vendor as well as to the 
purchaser. The practice of selling and weighing sugar 
was at the expense of the vendor, and for the convenience 
of the purchaser. Mr. Justice Kenny granted the con¬ 
ditional order. 

IS CAMPHORATED OIL A DRUG? 

Edward Grant, grocer, of Turvey, was summoned at 
Bedford Petty Sessions for selling camphorated oil, which 
was not of the substance and quality demanded, on July 
29tli. Mr. Clare defended. P.S. Mason, Inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, stated that he purchased from 
the defendant twelve penny bottles of camphorated oil, 
telling defendant why he did so. Pie submitted samples 
to the analyst, and the certificate produced showed that 
the oil was composed of 17-S of camphor, and 82-2 of olive 
oil, whilst according to the British Pharmacopoeia it should 
contain at least 21 per cent, of camphor. Mr. Claie 
submitted that there was no case, as he objected that 
camphorated oil was not a drug, neither was it food. Pie 
pointed out that a drug w r as either a medicine for internal 
or external application, but camphorated oil was- not a, 
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PURE, WHOLESOME, DEICICUS. 

BIRD’S 

CUSTARD 

POWDER 

The unfailing resource of every Lady of the House 
and successful Housekeeper. 

NO EGGS! NO TROUBLE! NO RISK! 


medicine. This was the definition of “drug” given by the 
Act, which also stated that where a drug was compounded 
there was no offence committed. The penalty with regard 
to a compound would be where the article sold was not 
composed of ingredients in accordance with the demand 
of the purchaser. According to his own statement the 
Inspector demanded camphorated oil, and this he was 
supplied with. Dr. Stevenson, the analyst, stated that 
there was a deficiency of 15 per cent., whilst the strength 
given by the British Pharmacopoeia w-as at least 21 per 
cent. But the Inspector never asked for oil of the strength 
defined by the British Pharmacopoeia or any other copoeia , 
and merely for twelve penny bottles of camphorated oil. 
Another point of objection was that there was really 
nothing to show that the oil was not up to the strength 
required by the Pharmacopoeia. Everyone knew that oil 
always goes to the top, and that camphor would naturally 
go to the bottom, and on the transference of the article to 
fresh bottles he would be ready to assert that there would 
be more camphor at the bottom of the bottles than oil. 
The inspector did not produce the bottles. The defendant 
was manager of the Turvey branch of the Bedford 
Co-operative Society, from whence the camphorated oil 
had been received by mistake. After being retired for a 
considerable time, the Bench decided that the case must 
proceed. Defendant was called to state that when the 
Inspector emptied the bottle, these was a thick sediment 
at the bottom which he could not get out. This was the 
oilly defence offered, the Inspector admitting it, and again 
after retiring, the Chairman stated that the Bench had 
decided to convict. A fine of £1 and costs was therefore 
imposed. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

At Ulverston on August 17th, Samuel Hudson, of the 
Crow Inn, Newton-in-Cartmel, was charged with selling 
adulterated whisky. Inspector Murphy said that on July 
19th he purchased a pint of whisky from the defendant; 
he told him it was for analysis, and divided it, leaving a 
portion with defendant. P.S. Whitham took the portion 
of whisky produced to Dr. Campbell Brown, of Liverpool, 
the county analyst, and he produced his certificate, which 
stated that the whisky was 34-^ degrees under proof, and 
9-J below the statutory limit as allowed under the Act to 
be sold. Mr. E. Walker, for the defence, pleaded not 
guilty. His client got his spirits from his merchant at a 
certain strength, and he only added the usual water to 
reduce it to its commercial value. The only inference was 
that the spirits had evaporated. The Clerk: My experi¬ 
ence is just the other way. The 25 per cent, was put into 
the Act in order to clear any possible changes that might 
take place. Mr. Walker said his client had been 19 years 
in the trade. He was always known as selling a good 
article, and this wag the first charge against him. He 


would call Mr. Hudson to show how much water he had 
put in. The Clerk: Are you going to call the spirit 
merchant who sold defendant the whisky P Mr. Walker: 
No. The Clerk: Well you can’t call your client now. 
You should have done so before you addressed the Bench. 
The Chairman said the case was quite clear, and defend¬ 
ant would be fined £2 and costs.—James Danson, of the 
White Hart Inn, Colton, was also charged with selling- 
adulterated whisky on July 19th. Inspector Murphy 
proved the purchase of the whisky, and P.S. Whitham 
took it to Dr. Campbell Brown for analysis, which latter 
showed that it was 33^ under proof, and 8^ under the 
statutary limit. Defendant pleaded guilty. He was 
away from home. They had run short of whisky in the 
keg, his wife mixed some, and had evidently put too much 
water in. Fined £2 with costs. — Mary Benjamin, 
licensee of the Dusty Forge Inn, Michaelstone-super-Ely, 
was summoned at Barry Dock Police Court, on August 
18th, for selling adulterated whisky. Police-inspector 
Williams purchased a sample on that day, which, when 
analysed by the County Analyst, was found to contain 26^ 
per cent, of water, while the Act only allowed adulteration 
to the extent of 25 per cent. Mr. J. H. Jones, solicitor, 
Cardiff, who appeared for the defendant, pleaded in miti¬ 
gation that the hydrometer used in testing the whisky had 
been found to be defective. A fine of 5s. and costs was 
imposed. 

At Heywood, on August 23rd, Joseph Turner, the 
landlord of the Heywood Arms, George-street, Heywood, 
was summoned for selling adulterated whisky and gin. 
Sergeant Wilcock stated that at the request of the superin¬ 
tendent of the police he visited the hotel on the 17th of 
July and purchased a pint of whisky and a pint of gin for 
analysis. The samples were sent on to Dr. Campbell 
Brown, the analyst at Liverpool, and he certified that the 
whisky contained 3-| per cent, more water than was 
allowed by the Act, and that the gin contained 4 per cent, 
more than was allowed. Defendant pleaded guilty, and 
urged that the hydrometer by which he had been guided in 
the mixing of the spirits had gone wrong. Previously 
samples had been taken of his spirits by the police, but 
there had been no complaint. He was fined 5s. and costs 
in both cases. 

At Midhurst Petty Sessions, Edmund Frederick 
Goldsmith, landlord of the Hollist Arms, Lodsworth, was 
summoned for, on the 26th July, selling six ounces of 
brandy not of the proper substance or quality, being 
adulterated by a mixture of water, making the spirits 29 
degrees under proof. Mr. E. B. Wannop, of Little- 
hampton, appeared for the defendant, and entered a formal 
plea of not guilty. P.C. George Wakeford, of Fernhurst, 
deposed that he went to the defendant’s house on July 26th 
and called for Is. worth of best brandy, to be put in a 
bottle which he handed in. Witness was served by defend¬ 
ant’s son, Frederick. He asked to see the landlord or his 
wife, and both appearing he stated that he was a police 
officer in plain clothes, and had obtained the spirits for 
analysis by the Public Analyst under the Food and Drugs 
Act. Defendant’s wife said at the time to witness, “You 
haven’t best brandy there. If you are a man, you’ll let 
me give it you.” Witness divided the brandy into three 
portions, giving the defendant one of the three bottles and 
took the other two away. On leaving the premises 
defendant remarked, “ I know you haven’t got best brandy 
before you take it away.” The bottles were then taken to 
Superintendent James Ford, at Midhurst. By Mr. 
Wannop : The brandy was taken from a bottle about half 
full. Superintendent James Ford, of Midhurst, said he 
directed the last witness to purchase a sample of brandy 
from the Hollist Arms, Lodsworth, for analj'sis. He 
handed in the Public Analyst’s report, which showed that 
there was 94-7 of brandy and 5'3 of water. Mr. Wannop 
said he was bound to admit that a technical offence had 
been committed. The spirits were, however, only 4 
degrees below the standard. Defendant was put in the 
box, and stated that the brandy had been kept in a corked 


Digitized by 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Original from 

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 




Generated on 2020-07-2O 21:55 GMT / https://hdl.handle.net/2027/mdp.39015059370141 

Public Domain in the United States / http://www.hathitrust. 0 rg/access_use#pd-us 


September 2, i899. 


i^OOD AND SANITATION. 


425 


bottle. He stated that when he “broke the brandy down ” 
with water he added rather less than according to the instruc¬ 
tions from the Brewery he should have done, and he added 
no water since. The Chairman said the Bench must 
inflict a fine in this case, and would fine defendant £1 and 
costs, the conviction not to be recorded on the license. 


A NOVEL MILK DEFENCE. 

At Southwark, on August 24th, Mr. F. W. Bartlett, 
trading as the Cream Dairy Company, at 2^, St. Andrew’s- 
hill, E.C., appeared before Mr. Slade on three summonses 
for selling milk containing added water to the extent of 
16,13, and 7 percent, respectively. Mr. Ricketts defended,and 
stated that his client had been in business 12 years, but 
had never before been summoned. He purchased the milk 
with a warranty, but as he had not taken steps to trace 
from which farmer the milk in question had been sent, he 
was unable to avail himself of that protection. On receiving 
the summonses he communicated with all his farmers, and 
learned from them that owing to complaints about the 
milk they sent to London being sour on arrival, they had 
resorted to the expedient of putting blocks of ice into it 
before sending away. The only thing he could suggest was 
that the farmers had put too much ice in the milk. Mr. 
Slade ordered the defendant to pay £5 and costs 
on the first summons, and the costs of the other two, 
£6 17s. 6d. in all. 


ANALYSTS DIFFER. 

In Edinburgh Sheriff Summary Court on August 
22nd, Acting Sheriff-Substitute Sym gave judgment in a 
complaint at the instance of Robert Lindsay, Sanitary 
Inspector for Midlothian, against the West Calder Co¬ 
operative Society, charging them with having, on 17th 
July last, in the Society’s branch at Pumpherston, Mid 
Calder, sold to him 1 lb. of butter which was not of the 
nature of the article demanded, being adulterated to the 
extent of 9 per cent, of added foreign fat. Mr. A. B. 
Horn, S.S.C., prosecuted for the County Council, and Mr. 
Lyon Mackenzie, advocate, instructed by Menzies, Bruce, 
Low and Thomson, S.S.C., defended. Evidence was led 
at some length. The analysis upon which the prosecution 
was based was prepared by Mr. John Hunter, County 
Analyst; but for the defence Mr. Ivison M’Adam, Royal 
College of Surgeons, Edinburgh, and Dr. Tatlock Thomson, 
Public Analyst for Go van and other burghs, declared that 
the sample was genuine butter. The Sheriff found the 
charge not proven, remarking that at any rate it was a very 
narrow case, and the evidence of the skilled witnesses was 
so contradictory that he could not see his way to sustain 
the complaint. 

SEIDLITZ POWDERS. 

At Leicester County Police, Albert Davenport, grocer, 
Great Wigston, was summoned for selling adulterated 
seidlitz powders at Great Wigston on the 17th ult. 
Florence Stubbs stated that she purchased a dozen seidlitz 
powders at the defendant’s shop on the instructions of 
Supt. Ormiston, to whom she afterwards gave them. 
Supt. Ormiston deposed to sending a portion of the pur¬ 
chase to Dr. Dyer, the County Analyst. His report was 
to the effect that the alkaline portion of the powder in the 
blue paper was as it should be, but the acid portion of the 
powders in the white paper, instead of consisting solely of 
tartaric acid, contained 12 per cent, of alum, which as an 
ingredient he considered injurious. Councillor Tollington 
said he was agent for the firm in Liverpool who supplied 
the powders. He had represented them for twenty or 
thirty years. Some time since he wrote to the firm with 
respect to the quality of the powders, and in reply received 
a letter (produced), which led him to suppose that prior 
to March last the powders were not what they ought to 
have been, but it was stated on a box (produced by witness), 
received since then, that the quality of the powders was 
guaranteed. Defendant said he thought the powders were 
genuine. The Bench fined Davenport £1 7s. 7d., in¬ 


clusive of costs, or 14 days. The Chairman remarked 
that the costs ought to be paid by the firm, but they could 
not compel them to do so, inasmuch as the powders were 
sold by the defendant. 


MARGARINE ACT PROSECUTIONS. 

At West Ham, on August 24th, Jenkin Morgan, of 35, 
Ben Johnson-road, Stepney, and trading at 65, Angel-lane, 
Stratford, was summoned before Mr. Gillespie, for selling 
butter which, on analysis, proved to contain 88 per cent, 
of fats other than butter fats. Mr. Ricketts appeared for 
the defendant, who, he said was too ill to attend. He stated 
he recognised the adroitness of Dr. Sanders and the 
inspector, in taking proceedings under the Food and Drugs 
Act, for by this proceeding there was no defence left to an 
innocent employer. Under the Margarine Act when an 
assistant neglected his master’s orders and offended, the 
penalty was put on him. Mr. Morgan took every precau¬ 
tion to prevent the selling of margarine as butter, and this 
was not done with his sanction, but he (Mr. Ricketts) was 
not insensible to the fact that under the Food and Drugs 
Act an employer was liable for the acts of an employee 
who sold an adulterated article. He would, however, 
point out that the prosecution invited offences of the kind. 
The inspector was sent into ask for butter at a price at which 
it was not ordinarily sold. In this case “ tenpenny butter ” 
was asked for, and Mr. Morgan’s instruction was that when 
such low-priced butter was asked for the purchaser was to 
be told so and be offered margarine which was to be sold 
duly labelled, in accordance with the terms of the Margarine 
Act. Dr. Sanders put in the analyst’s certificate, and said that 
the defendant had been twice convicted under the Margarine 
Act, once he was fined £8 and costs, and on the next 
occasion very heavily. Mr. R. H. Gillespie imposed a 
fine of £10 and 32s. 6d. costs. There was a further sum¬ 
mons for the same offence, under the Margarine Act, for 
selling margarine not duly labelled, but this was with¬ 
drawn, and with it fell a summons taken out by Mr. 
Morgan against Miss Sophia Jones, one of his employees, 
for selling the margarine without labelling it properly. 

At the same court, George Cullum, of 264, Gipsy- 
lane, Forest-gate, was summoned for exposing margarine 
for sale on which was not exposed a label marked in 1),- in. 
square letters “ Margarine.” An inspector asked for a 
sample out of “ that box,” indicating a box which was 
unlabelled and the point of the defence was that the box 
the inspector chose to have the sample out of was one in 
which the “ scrapes ” were put in. In it was pieces of 
butter as well as margarine and bacon fats. Dr. C. 
Sanders : If you have any doubt about whether the sample 
I had was margarine or “ scrapes,” there is a portion of it 
in court. You can examine it. Mr. Gillespie : No, thank 
you. (Laughter). We have already heard that one of the 
defendants is laid up ; I don’t know if he eats his own 
butter. Mr. W. E. Windsor (who defended) : But this is 
not butter, it is “ scrape.” Mr. Gillespie : Never mind ; 
perhaps even an inspection might make me feel un¬ 
well. Subsequently, when the conflict of evidence was 
pronounced Mr. Gillespie seemed inclined to look at the 
portion of the sample, and it was handed up, but on being- 
told that it was more than a month. old, and that “ it 
might have changed,” the packet was left unopened. In 
the result, his worship said he had no doubt the parcel 
from which the sample was taken was exposed for sale, and 
also that it was not properly labelled. He imposed a fine 
of £5 and 31s. 6d. costs. 

On August 25th, at Rochdale, William Holland, 
manager of the Irish Creamery Company’s shop, York- 
shire-street, Rochdale, answered two adjourned summonses, 
one of which alleged that he delivered to Thomas 
Whiteley, food and drugs inspector, a pound of margarine 
without enclosing it in a paper wrapper on which was 
printed the word “ margarine ” in capital letters not less 
than a quarter of an inch square. These proceedings were 
taken under the Margarine Act, 1867. The second sum- 
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mons alleged that defendant unlawfully “ sold to the pre¬ 
judice of the said Thomas Whiteley a pound of butter 
which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded.” It tvas alleged that both the offences were 
committed on July 21st. Mr. J. Leach (Town Clerk) 
appeared for the prosecution ; Mr. A. Moles worth 
defended. The Town Clerk decided to first take the sum- 
mous for “unlawfully selling to the prejudice of the pur¬ 
chaser a pound of butter which was not of the nature and 
substance demanded by the purchaser.” Mr. Leach added 
that these proceedings were taken under the Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875. Mr. Whiteley was the inspector ap¬ 
pointed to see that the provisions of that Act were carried 
out in the borough. On Friday, July 21st, he instructed 
Mrs. Mary Ann Longinotto to purchase some butter at the 
shop of which the defendant was the manager. When she 
was leaving the shop Mr. Whiteley took her back again, 
and told defendant that the butter had been purchased for 
the purpose of having it analysed by Mr. Stenhouse, the 
borough analyst. Mr. Whiteley offered to divide the 
sample into three and to leave one-third with the defendant, 
but this offer was refused. The butter was therefore for¬ 
warded to the analyst, who had certified that it was “a 
common margarine mixture, and contained less than 20 
percent, of real butter. No change had taken place in the 
condition of the sample which would interfere with its 
analysis.” Mary Ann Longinotto, Spring-street, Toad- 
lane, was called as a witness. She said she 'went into 
defendant’s shop at Mr. Whiteley’s request, but she would 
not have done so if she had known that Mr. Whiteley 
intended to have the butter she purchased for him 
analysed. Her character was as good as anyone’s in 
Rochdale. She saw the defendant in the shop, but she 
could not say that he gave her the butter. He was in the 
shop when Mr. Whiteley took her back again. In reply to 
Mr. Molesworth, the witness added that after she had 
made some purchases defendant said to her, “ Do you 
want any butter or margarine ?” She replied that she 
would have a pound, and he gave it to her, but she could 
not swear whether she asked for “margarine ” or “butter.” 
Mr. Molesworth : There is no case. The Town Clerk was 
allowed to withdraw this summons. The Town Clerk 
then stated that he would proceed with the summons for 
selling margarine in a wrapper without the word “ mar¬ 
garine ” printed upon it. Mr. Molesworth said he would 
not dispute the facts which related to this offence. Mrs. 
Longinotto repeated the facts as to her visit to the defen¬ 
dant’s shop, and added that she could not say whether she 
asked for “ a pound, of margarine ” or “a pound of butter.” 
She paid lOd. for the article supplied to her. She could 
not swear whether there was anything printed on the 
paper in which the article was wrapped. Thomas White- 
ley deposed that he met the last witness coming out of the 
defendant’s shop with the preparation which she had pur¬ 
chased. Witness took her back into the shop and asked 
her to point out the person from whom she had made the 
purchase. Witness told defendant that the preparation 
had been purchased for him for analysis, and offered to 
divide it into three parts, but the defendant refused the 
offer. Witness therefore took the whole of the butter to 
the analyst. There was no printing on the paper in which 
the article was wrapped. Mr. Molesworth, for the 
defence, argued that there was no doubt that the paper 
should have been marked with the word “margarine.” 
Many persons liked to have their purchases wrajipecl in 
plain paper, and he (Mr. Molesworth) was afraid that 
shopkeepers who desired to please their customers in this 
respect very often fell into a snare. The Chairman : Are 
there any previous convictions ? Mr. Molesworth : If there 
are any previons convictions they must be proved properly. 
The Town Clerk : There was a previous conviction in this 
Court r a month ago, and I take it that in regard to that 
conviction the Court record is a sufficient proof. The 
Clerk (Mr. J. R. Hartley) : It is not a legal proof, and if 
you want to substantiate any previous conviction you must 
prove it legally by producing the orginal record of a certi¬ 
fied copy thereof. You have not given any notice that 


you required the record, and it is not here. Richard 
Spencer, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, Bolton, 
produced records of the conviction of the defendant at 
Bolton Borough Court on the 17th February, 1898, and 
the 13th June, 1898. In one case the penalty was £10; 
in the other case a fine of 10s. was imposed. The Chair¬ 
man said the defendant would be fined £50 and costs, to 
be levied by distress if necessary, or three month’s 
imprisonment. 


REFUSING TO SELL FOR ANALYSIS. 

William Laws was charged at Newcastle, on August 
25th, under the Food and Drugs Act, with refusing to sell 
to an inspector an. article of food when asked to supply 
the same. Mr. Sanders prosecuted for the Sanitary 
Committee of the Corporation, and Mr. Aitchison defended. 
Mr. Sanders said that the prosecution was under Section 
17 of the Act of 1875. It was to the effect that if any 
inspector applied for the purchase of any article of food 
and tendered the price of the article for analysis, the 
person who refused to sell was liable to a penalty not 
exceeding £10. He explained that a sanitary inspector 
had gone into the shop of the defendant in Belle-grove, 
Spital Tongues, and there saw two substances exposed for 
sale. They resembled butter. He suspected one to be 
margarine, and he asked for three-quarters of a pound. 
Mrs. Laws hesitated a while, then made a search and 
afterwards said, “ I won’t sell it; I have no margarine 
papers.” The sample, Mr. Sanders continued, was not 
marked “ Margarine,” and the man was in uniform. Sir 
Chas. Hamond proceeded to argue with Mr. Sanders as to 
whether the woman was not within her rights in refusing 
to supply a man who had not stated he was an inspector, 
and who had not produced any authority. A uniform, he 
pointed out, did not constitute authority. Mr. Gfoolden 
thought the uniform did establish the man’s' position. 
Ultimately, Mr. Sanders asked that the point might be 
reserved for a case if need be, and that the evidence might 
be taken. It was decided to do this. A Sanitary Inspector 
was then sworn. He said that on August 10th, he went 
into the shop in company with another inspector. Both 
substances they saw within resembled butter. Defendant’s 
wife came forward and did what Mr. Sanders had 
described. Witness said to her, “If you don’t sell you 
will be summoned.” He asked her to sell three times. 
The husband afterwards came and put a label on the 
material. Only the “M” of the word “Margarine” 
could be seen on the label. Similar evidence was given 
by the other officer. Mr. Aitchison said Mrs. Laws had 
wanted to act strictly and properly within the lines of the 
law. She had not sold because she thought she would be 
prosecuted for so doing. The uniform did not matter 
much. There were numerous uniforms. The officer might 
have been a Barnum and Bailey’s man (they wore uniforms) 
for what she knew. He submitted there was no case 
whatever. After references had been made to the fact 
that under the Margarine Act, which was passed much 
later than the Food and Drugs Act, it was an offence to 
sell margarine without labelled wrappers, and also that it 
was customary for inspectors after they had got the 
article to say they had bought the goods for the purpose 
of analysis. Sir Charles said that in his view, if the 
woman had erred, she had erred on the safe side. Had she 
sold she would have been liable to have been brought up, 
and the refusal to sell was for the sake of herself and with 
a view to avoid trouble. The case was involved in such 
obscurity that he personally did not feel justified in fining 
the woman. Mr. Sanders asked for a case to be stated. 
If there was no conviction they would never be able to get 
a sample. The Bench decided to retire. On returning, 
Sir Charles said the justices had carefully considered the 
question, and they thought there was a serious doubt 
about the subject, and they thought it their duty to dismiss 
the case on payment of costs. Mr. Sanders: You will of 
course, grant a case ? Sir Charles : We will consider that 
matter, Mr. Sanders said he wished to lay the circum- 
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stances before the Sanitary Committee. Sir Charles : You 
can consult any committee you like. Mr. Aitchison 
hoped the Bench would not grant a case for a higher 
court. Sir Charles : We dismiss the case on payment of 
costs. That is our decision. 


COPPER IN PEAS. 

Wholesale Dealers Summoned for False Warranty. 

As the sequel to a recent prosecution for selling bottled 
peas coloured with copper sulphate, Petty, Wood, and Co., 
wholesale grocers, 41 to 57, Southwark Bridge-road, S.E., 
were summoned at the Spelthorne Sessions, on Monday, for 
baying wilfully given to Budgen and Co. (Limited) a label 
which falsely described the article of food sold by them. 
Inspector Tyler read a letter from the defendant company 
asking for an adjournment of the case, and this request 
was granted. 


A PRIVATE PURCHASER PUNISHES A WHOLE¬ 
SALE PEPPER SWINDLER. 

Recently, in Birmingham, a private purchaser sent a 
sample of white pepper for analysis to Dr. A. Hill, public 
analyst, who found that it was adulterated with '25 per 
cent, of ground ginger. On receiving the certificate, he 
commenced proceedings in the County Court against the 
wholesale dealer who supplied him with the pepper, but 
withdrew the action on being paid £20 damages. "We 
should like to see other grocers follow this example. They 
would soon purge the trade of fraud. 


THE SALE OF TEA IN PACKETS, 

An Important Case. 

At the Richmond Police Court the Home and Colonial 
Stores Company appeared in a very ugly light. The sum¬ 
mons was one taken out by the inspector under the Merchan¬ 
dise Marks Act, alleging that the defendants had applied a 
fraudulent description to three-quarters of a pound of tea 
sold by them at their Richmond branch. The evidence 
showed that an officer of the Inspector asked for three- 
quarters of a lb. of eighteenpenny tea. He was given two 
packages, apparently a half-pound and a quarter-pound in 
weight, but it was subsequently found that the actual 
weight of the tea in them -was short of three-quarters of a 
pound by 4dr. 19gr. Mr. Bodkin, who appeared for the 
defence, did not question the facts of the case. But he 
submitted that to come within the provisions of the Act 
there must be some physicial and visible fraudulent mark 
on the goods or the covering thereof. In this case there 
was no mark on the packages setting forth the amount of 
tea that they contained. In the course of his judgment in 
Coppen v. More, Mr. Justice Wright had clearly laid down 
that the whole framework and construction of the Act 
indicated that some visible mark was contemplated, and 
not a mere verbal description. There was no such written 
or printed description given by the shopman ; they were 
simply banned to the purchaser. The Inspector said that 
he relied upon the description on the label. Mr. Bodkin 
said that “ eighteenpenny ” or “ f ourteenpenny ” tea was 
not sold at so much per pound. It was simply a descrip¬ 
tion of the quality. The magistrates, after a brief con¬ 
sultation, said that in their opinion the case was not made 
out, and they dismissed the summons. 


POISONED BY TINNED LOBSTER. 

A holiday visitor to the Mumbles, a superannuated 
Inspector of the Metropolitan Police Force, has been a 
patient at the Swansea Hospital for a week owing to 
blood poisoning. The ex-inspector was seized with severe 
illness after having partaken of a meal of tinned lobster, 
which, he says, seemed to be good, for he ate and enjoyed 
it immensely. 


SOME SHORTCOMINGS OF THE WEIGHTS 
AND MEASURES ACTS. 

By Mr. Allan Grainger, 

Chief Inspector of Weights and Measures to the 

Birmingham C orporation. 

( Continued from page 4 7 8). 

Technical Anomalies. 

To an assembly of this kind the term u technical anoma¬ 
lies ” will need no explanation. A trader somewhere in 
the country buys, say, a counter weighing machine from a 
local ironmonger, who lias been supplied with it ready 
stamped for use by a manufacturer some hundreds ofmiles 
away. When the machine comes under the notice of the 
inspector for the district, it may be that he condemns it, 
not because its condition has altered since it was stamped, 
but because he applies a test different to that applied by the 
inspector who originally stamped the machine. Then the 
machine is thrown back upon the ironmonger, who in turn 
returns it to the maker. Not only is trouble and annoy¬ 
ance thus caused, but the cost of carriage has to be borne 
by someone. This is no hypothetical or exceptional case ; 
numerous instances could be furnished. But not only upon 
the method of testing does trouble arise. There are a 
hundred and one points of detail concerning the con¬ 
struction of weighing instruments upon which inspectors 
of weights and measures differ. Frequently what one 
inspector will pass another will reject ; and consequently 
we find certain machines being used in one district whilst 
their use is prohibited in another. With weights there is 
of course less trouble, but even here uniformity of action is 
wanting. A solid brass weight which is correct, and which 
would pass muster in most verification offices, would here 
and there be rejected because it was not drilled ready to 
receive adjusting lead. A pint earthenware measure eight 
fluid drachms in excess would meet the requireinents of 
the regulations in Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, 
and elsewhere ; but in Reading it would be rejected, 
because the allowance there is only six fluid drachms. 
And yet, as I have already stated, Section 45 of the 1878 
Act says that a weight or measure duly stamped shall be 
legal throughout the United Kingdom. It is evident that 
if effect is to be given to the spirit of the Act, there must 
be some authority which shall decide what forms of weights, 
measures, and weighing instruments shall be permitted for 
use in the trade, and what tests shall be applied in their 
verification 

“ Short ” Weight and Measure. 

That the law should ensure to the fullest possible extent 
the giving of just weight and measure as between buyer 
and seller is a matter which more or less affects all classes 
of the community ; to the poor .it is of vital concern, and 
it is of much moment to the honourable trader. That 
there is considerable fraud committed by the deliberate 
selling of goods under weight and under measure is 
certain, and it is those who can least afford to be thus 
robbed who suffer most. How this malpractice affects 
legitimate trading is known to those present better than it 
is to me. The public think, and you think so too, no 
doubt, that it is the inspector of weights and measures 
who should step in here and afford protection. He, how¬ 
ever, is practically helpless. An inspector may go into a 
shop and ask for a pound of sugar. He is handed a 
packet from a shelf. On weighing the contents he finds 
that instead of a pound he has only got, say, three 
quarters of a pound of sugar. Yet there is no section in 
the Weights and Measures Acts under which he can take 
proceedings for such an offence. It seems scarcely credi¬ 
ble, but it is so, and surely it is little less than monstrous. 
By Section 25 of the 1878 Act any trader who uses or has 
in his possession for use an unjust weight, measure, or 
weighing instrument is liable to a fine not exceeding £5 
for the first offence. Section 26 says in effect where any 
fraud is wilfully committed in the using of any weight, 
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measure, or weighing instrument, the person committing 
the fraud and every person party to the fraud shall be 
liable to a fine not exceeding £5 for a first offence. Is not 
this sufficient P Far from it, and there is no other section 
of the Act which touches the matter. The practice of 
selling goods ready made up in packets which are not 
weighed in the presence of the purchaser is nowadays very 
general, and it is increasing. In such cases the purchase 
is made and effected without scales, weights, or measures 
entering into the transaction. The Weights and Measures 
Acts therefore do not apply, and consequently the inspector 
of weights and measures has no standing. If an un¬ 
principled dealer wishes to defraud his customers in the 
matter of weight let him weigh up his commodities in 
packets in some part of his premises not readily accessible 
to the inspector, or, better still, after business hours. Then 
he can play the game to his heart’s content, aud though the 
inspector of weights and measures stand on his doorstep all 
day long he can regard him with a smile at once childlike 
and bland. Do not let him go so far as to have printed on 
the packages which they are supposed to contain, for then 
someone may invoke the powers of the Merchandise Marks 
Acts against him. But now let us suppose that scales and 
weights enter into the transaction. A person goes 
into a shop and asks for a pound of butter, and it is 
weighed in his presence. An inspector meets that person 
coming out of the shop, takes the butter back, weighs it, 
and finds it under weight. Assuming that the scales and 
weights are correct, has the inspector any ground for 
action ? He may proceed under Section 26 for wilfully 
committing a fraud in the use of scales. To prove the 
short weight is a very simple matter, but to prove toilful 
intent is a very difficult matter. During the last five years 
153 prosecutions have been ^instituted in Birmingham 
under the Weights and Measures Acts, and of that number 
only one has been taken under Section 26 ; and this, I 
think, fairly represents what obtains in other parts of the 
country. You will therefore see that Section 26 is practi- 

---cally of little value in securing to the purchaser just weight 

or measure. I doubt if there is another European country 
where the law in this respect is so lax. It is otherwise in 
France and Germany. Even the Isle of Man is ahead of 
us. There is a section in the Manx Weights and Measures Act 
which says, 4 'any person who sells any goods or any article or 
things whatsoever, and delivers to the purchaser as and for 
any particular weight or measure a quantity less than such 
weight or measure, shall be liable to a fine not exceeding 
five pounds.” Something of this sort is wanted here, and 
until a clause of this character is added to the Statue-book 
the prime function of the inspector of weights and 
measures will be most inadequately fulfilled. I must point 
out that there are two exceptions to this general incident, 
viz., the sale of coal and the sale of bread. If the coal 
dealer delivers or causes to be delivered less coal than was 
agreed to be sold, he is liable to be prosecuted ; and the 
baker is bound by law to sell his bread by weight. Why 
these two commodities are thus singled out I fail to com¬ 
prehend. As has already been said, just weight and 
measure as between buyer and seller is a matter which con¬ 
cerns not only the public—it concerns very materially the 
vast majority of traders in this country, whose one desire 
is that nothing shall be done but that which was fair and 
right. Let this question of short weight and measure be 
settled, and we shall then hear no more of reputable firms 
being summoned for weighing paper with tea—a practice 
which is being carried on at the present moment through¬ 
out the length and breadth of the land ; nor of a farmer 
here and there being prosecuted for using an unstamped 
churn ; nor of one or two brewers being visited with the 
pains and penalties of the law for using unstamped beer 
barrels, while there are thousands upon thousands of these 
vessels in use which bear no official mark of verification. 
If this powerful Federation will take up this question and 
see it through, the action can but redound to its credit 
and honour, for it will thus confer a real benefit, 
not only upon its members, but also upon the public at 
ge. 


ALLEGED UNSOUND MEAT AT MERTHYR. 

At the meeting of the Merthyr Urban District Council 
on Aug. 16th it was reported that Mr. Owen, the sanitary 
inspector, had seized at the Great Western Kail way Station 
1401b. of meat consigned to Messrs. Eastman and Co., 
which had been condemned and destroyed as unfit for food. 
Mr. F. S. Simon, solicitor, had written stating that the 
inspector had exceeded his duty, and inquiring by what 
authority tne seizure had been made. The Clerk having 
advised that Mr. Owen was perfectly within his rights in 
what he had done, the council directed that a reply to that 
effect should be sent to Mr. Simons. A discussion took 
place as to whether proceedings should be taken against 
Messrs. Eastman and Co., and eventually the question was 
decided in the negative. 

THE VIRTUES OF THE TOMATO. 

Recent investigations go to show that the tomato 
possesses very considerable medicinal virtue. As a blood 
tonic the juice of the tomato has been found productive of 
excellent results. During the recent war with Spain the 
Americans largely used an extract of tomatoes as a health 
preservative among certain sections of their troops. The 
use of the tomato in this connection was the outcome of 
some experiments specially made for the purpose under 
the authority of the United States Government. 

PRACTICAL PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO 
ANIMALS. 

There is nothing in which England differs more from 
its Continental neighbours than in the treatment of dumb 
animals. One has but to contrast the shouting, gesticulat¬ 
ing brute who drives a Paris cab and whose long lash is 
never off the suffering horses back for .more than a few 
seconds with the deft driver of a London ’bus or hansom 
whose whip if seen in evidence to the tithe of the extent 
so common abroad, would secure, its brutal wielder a 
thrashing by some indignant onlooker, or prompt arrest 
by the police, to realise that hard as are the tasks which 
fall on that noble animal, the horse, brutality in England 
seldom accompanies the toil. But evil is wrought by want 
of thought, as well as want of heart, and it is gratifying to 
see increasing evidences of consideration for dumb animals. 
In a recent number of Punch, a clever artist raised a good 
humoured laugh by depicting a mare asking a fried, "Is my 
bonnet on straight, dear ? ” 

Horses in bonnets certainly look odd and their 
appearance provokes a smile, but we hope soon to see them 
as common in tropical weather such as we have been 
enjoying, as they are now uncommon. Those who have 
seen the poor animals with heads exposed to the blinding 
sun dragging heavy loads and falling down exhausted and 
overpowered by the heat, as has been so often witnessed in 
London during the past few weeks, can easily realise what 
relief the sun bonnet must be. Mr. Alfred Bird of custard 
powder fame is the pioneer of sun bonnets for horses in 
hot weather, and the animals horsing his vans have been 
seen about London during the past few weeks looking very 
comfortable, and if they could speak, no doubt feeling very 
grateful to their considerate owner. We hope to see Mr. 
Bird’s good example followed by all our large team owners, 
omnibus companies and cab-owners. It may look odd, but 
its odd appearance is out-weighed by its humanitarianism. 


SHELL FISH AND TYPHOID FEVER. 

At the meeting of the East Kerrier Rural District 
Council (Cornwall) held on August 5th, the medical officer 
of health reported that he had traced a case of typhoid 
fever to the patient having eaten cockles gathered from 
the mud of Penryn river. Last year he had traced three 
cases to the same cause. 
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A CORPORATION BECOME SELLERS OF 
INFANTS’ FOOD. 

The St. Helens Corporation have opened an Infants’ 
Milk Depot for the sale of sterilized and humanized milk 
for babies. The milk, -which is mixed with cream, sugar, 
water, and salt, is placed in bottles with air-tight stoppers. 
To destroy any disease germs that may be present, the 
bottles of milk are placed to the sterilizer (of Parisian 
make), which heats the bottles to 109 degress, steam from 
a small boiler ascending through perforated platforms. It 
is declared that no microbes can exist ten minutes in the 
temperature thus created. The medical officer has pre¬ 
pared a table of quantities to suit babies of different ages. 
The Corporation expect that the business will pay, besides 
saving child life. 

GOLDEN SYRUP. 

Dr. Bernard Dyer, the public analyst for Wiltshire, 
in his quarterly report states that fifteen of the samples he 
analysed consisted of golden syrup, in which glucose syrup 
was present in proportions varying from 10 per cent, to 
73 per cent. lie says it is a common practice in the 
manufacture of golden syrup to add a small proportion of 
glucose syrup for the purpose of keeping the syrup clear 
and uncrystallised ; and, although it is possible to manu¬ 
facture golden syrup that will keep clear without such 
addition, the practise of adding a small proportion of 
glucose syrup for this special purpose, is so frequent in the 
trade, that it would be scarcely fair to regard a compara¬ 
tively small proportion as an adulteration. In eight 
semples examined, glucose syrup formed at least 70 per 
cent, of the mixture, in one case at least 60 per cent., and 
in another at least 50 per cent. In the case of a brand 
containing 70 per cent, of glucose syrup, the tin bore a 
printed label stating that its contents were of “ finest 
quality, made from pure cane.” In this case, in addition 
to a prosecution of the retail vendor, proceedings were 
taken under the Merchandise Marks Act against the 
wholesale dealer or packer of the goods who supplied the 
shop, with the result of a conviction and the infliction of 
a penalty of £10 and £10 10s. costs. 

A CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY AND ITS BUTTER. 

In his last report Mr. B. Scott Elder, Chief Inspector 
to the Durham County Council says : 

An important and, in my experience, most unexampled, 
case of wholesale adulteration of butter has been brought 
to light during the past quarter. It came to my 
knowledge that certain casks of margarine were tampered 
with at a certain goods station, that the labels bearing 
the word “ Margarine ” had been deliberately removed, 
that these casks were about to be sent to a certain large 
Co-operative Society, and that the contents were to be sold 
as butter. I was able to ascertain the exact trade descrip¬ 
tion upon, and the number of, the casks in question, and 
with the assistance of the Bishop Auckland Inspector, a 
sample of this identical “ Butter” was obtained, and when 
analysed was certified to contain only 9-76 per cent, of 
butter fat, and 77-89 per cent, of foreign fat, although sold 
at the best market price of Is. 2d. per lb. I instituted 
proceedings against the Co-operative Society, which, after 
a lengthy hearing, resulted in a' penalty of £5 and costs. 
I also prosecuted the wholesale dealer under a very rarely 
used provision of the Margarine Act, and previous to the 
hearing of the case he voluntarily attended at my office 
and made a statement admitting the offence, and giving 
me notice of his intention to plead guilt} 7- . The Magistrates 
inflicted the full penalty of £20 and costs, and, on my 
application, consented to a portion of the penalty, £5, 
being paid to the person, who had, by information and in 
other ways, assisted me in tracing this extraordinary 
deception, Although the full penalty for a first offence 
was inflicted, it is a mere trifle when compared with the 
illicit profits. 


I have to report, and I do so with some regret, that I 
received letters from several merchants, and that several 
other gentlemen, probably without due consideration, 
sought interviews with me to bear testimony to the 
uprightness and integrity of some of the persons connected 
with these cases. I am always willing to hear, and con¬ 
strue charitably, anything which interested persons may 
desire to bring under my notice, but I think outside inter¬ 
ference is in every way undesirable. I am pleased to 
report, however, that such interference—well meaning no 
doubt—is of very rare occurrence. 

THE FERRUGINOUS WINE SWINDLE. 

A recent analysis by Mr. J. Carter Bell, public 
analyst for the county of Chester, discloses how the public 
are misled by untrue advertisements. 

A sample of wine says Mr. Bell, was submitted to me 
for analysis, as it was bought on the understanding that it 
contained a considerable quantity of iron, the wine being 
called “Ferruginous.” The following is the analysis: — 
Proof Spirit ... ... 24-2 per cent. 

Extract or Total Solids ... 3-2 ,, 

Mineral Matter or Ash ... *33 ,, 

Ash soluble in Water ... 87-96 ,, 

Do. insoluble ... ... 12-04 ,, 

Per cent, of Iron in Wine ... -0001 ,, 

This quantity of iron, -0001, or one part in one 
million of wine, is practically speaking, nothing; for one 
would have to drink 100 bottles of wine to obtain one 
grain of iron. A person would consume more than this in 
eating a 41b. loaf. The amount of iron in the wine being 
so infinitesimally small. I thought it possible that there 
might be some error in the sample. To guard against 
this, I considered it would be wise to purchase a sample 
myself, which I did at local wine merchant’s. He 
assured me that the wine contained a considerable amount 
of iron. On analysing this new sample, it corresponded 
with the first. ~ ~ ™ " 

In the above two instances a’ distinct attempt is made 
to mislead the purchaser, and such misleading designations 
should call for .thorough repression, as provided by the 
Food and Drugs Act. 

A WART OINTMENT. 

In his last quarterly report Mr. Carter Bell gives the 
analysis of a noted remedy for warts. Mr. Bell says:— 
A sample of ointment was sent by one of the Inspectors of 
an Urban District Council. It was said to be a most 
valuable remedy for curing warts, as it contained a large 
percentage of Nitrate of Silver. I was desired to report 
upon this sample. The following is the analysis :— 


Water ... ... .. 11-95 

Oil ... ... ... 3-45 

Sulphur ... ... ... 81-80 

Oxide of Iron, Lime, &c. ... 2-80 


There was not a trace of silver in the compound. My 
report was that it would do no harm and about as much 
good. 

COTTONSEED OIL AS FOOD. 

Because cotton-seed oil has been employed by un¬ 
scrupulous persons as an adulterant of olive oil and butter 
a certain amount of prejudice has been entertained against 
it as an element in dietetics, says the Lancet. The case, how¬ 
ever, with which cotton-seed oil saponifies would indicate 
it to be a useful food and an excellent substitute for more 
familiar fats. Indeed, there is some evidence in favour of 
the view that properly refined cotton-seed oil is as whole¬ 
some as butter. However wholesome and nutritious, 
though, cotton-seed oil may be it should be sold under its 
right name and should not be allowed to masquerade 
under titles to which it has not the slightest claim, The 
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late Dr. Campbell Morfit devoted considerable attention to 
the purity of cotton-seed oil for edible and pharmaceutical 
purposes. Some important observations connected with 
his researches in this direction have recently been com¬ 
municated to us in a paper by his daughter. In this paper 
it is stated that the exceptional capacity for assimilation 
which cotton-seed oil possesses when chemically pure can 
be demonstrated by five years’ experience of its use in 
severe chronic dyspepsia. Where the diet was strictly 
limited and the stomach was intolerant of any other fat, 
even of butter, the daily consumption of a small quantity 
of cotton-seed oil produced results unattainable, it is said, 
from any other food. Further, cotton-seed oil is much 
less nauseating than cod-liver oil, while it is free from 
laxative tendences, so that it may be exhibited as in the 
case of tuberculous patients where excessive waste has to 
be combated without over-taxing the digestive functions. 
It has been suggested as a suitable food for growing 
children and as a lubricant in massage treatment. It would 
appear, however, that cotton-seed oil which has been 
refined by drastic bleaching agents loses many of its useful 
qualities. On the other hand, by employing such refining 
agents as will act upon the impurities solely leaving the 
oil itself chemically untouched a bright golden oil is 
obtained possessing a sweet nutty flavour and evincing no 
liability to become rancid. Such an oil is well adapted for 
edible and culinary purposes, and since the output of the 
oil in man}’ parts of the world is enormous it is surprising 
that the claims of cotton-seed oil as food have not 
previously been more widely made known. 


THE FOOD PRESERVATIVE DANGER. ■ 

Referring to the fact that for some time past the 
dangers of the use of antiseptics in the preservation of 
food have been increasingly apparent, and that boric acid, 
salicylic acid, and many other chemicals of a more or less 
"potent nature have~bee~n discovered in food-stuffs of various 
kinds, and have in several instances formed the subject of 
prosecutions, the Medical Press remarks that it can hardly 
be said that the judicial attitude with regard to this form 
of adulteration has been yet clearly and authoritatively 
defined. The scientific knowledge of the agency of 
bacteria in putrefaction is of recent growth, and the sub¬ 
sequent practical applications of the newly-born science 
have, in many instances, introduced into the ethical life of 
the community problems that await a satisfactory solution. 
So far as the addition of chemical preservatives is concerned 
the greatest offenders have hitherto been the milk and the 
butter man. As a general rule the drug chosen for their 
purpose is comparatively harmless, but a report comes 
from New York of the use of a deadly poison, arsenic. 
The fact was brought to light by the poisoning, in Brooklyn, 
of nine persons, two of whom are not expected to live. 
The occurrence was traced to milk, an analysis of which 
revealed the presence of arsenic. As the outcome of 
fn ether investigation the dairyman confessed that he used 
the poison systematically in order to keep the milk sweet. 
Medical men generally, observes our contemporary, will do 
well to bear in mind the fact that some cases of obscure 
illness may be due to food preservatives. If the milk man 
is going to embark in a wholesale round of chemical 
experimentation, the community will find a fresh terror 
added to their daily life. 


OLIVE OIL. 

Writing from Taranto, Italy, Vice-Consul the Hon. 
W. G. Thesiger reports as follows :—In 1897 out of a total 
of 1300 tons of oil shipped at this port over 1100 tons 
went to Russia, whereas in 1898, owing to the complete 
failure of the olive crop, only 311 tons of oil were exported 
altogether, Malta taking 74 tons as compared with 80 tons 
for the previous year. New markets were Hound (for the 


inferior oil (which is extracted from the olive grounds by 
means of sulphuric acid) in Turkey, Egypt, and Tripoli. 
It is perhaps worth noticing as regards this last quality 
of oil, which is much used in the manufacture of soap, that 
the demand as also the supply seem to be gradually 
falling off. The demand, because chemistry has brought 
into use other and cheaper equivalents, and the supply 
because, with the now almost general introduction of 
hydraulic presses in the place of the old hand-worked 
machine, so little oil is left in the grounds, that the pro¬ 
cess of extracting it is fast becoming unprofitable. This 
introduction of machinery also affects very considerably 
the general characteristics of the oil produced in this 
province. Under the old system three or more distinct 
qualities of oil were produced, the olives being passed and 
repassed several times through the presses, each time pro¬ 
ducing an oil of lesser quality. When no more oil could 
be extracted in this way, the “ sansa ” or grounds were 
treated with sulphuric acid to produce the inferior oil 
which is mentioned. The introduction of the hydraulic 
press, however, does away with these distinctive grades, a 
larger quantity of oil is produced, but the quality, taken as 
a whole, deteriorates, and the higher class of eating oil 
can only be obtained by repeated filtration. Though the 
oil produced in this way is excellent in colour and appear¬ 
ance, after continual straining it loses much of its flavour 
and lacks the fruity taste which distinguished the best oil 
produced by the old method of extraction. Besides the 
deficient production for the past year, which resulted in no 
oil being exported either to France or Russia, prices 
remained very low, owing to the strong competition of oil 
from the Levant and Spain, so that as regards the olive 
industry the past year will be remembered as one of 
exceptional badness. 


A TRADE VIEW OF THE LAW ON UNSOUND 
FOOD. 

“ Certainly if'the law as it stands were to be enforced, 
any Monday morning during the hot weather it would 
not be difficult to make criminals of some five thousand 
butchers, besides other purveyors. Perhaps we ought to 
mention that, as a rule, the authorities take a sensible view 
of the question, and inspectors generally do their duties 
with discretion. But the trade ought not to be at the 
mercy of those who possibly might be vindictive, ignorant, 
or unjust. Perhaps the recent seizures of fruit may bring 
this question before the public, more especially as one 
victim of the hot weather is committed for trial. If it had 
been a cool morning he would not now be in the unpleasant 
position of having to answer to a criminal charge, but we 
have yet to learn why misfortune should be punished.”— 
Meat Trades Journal . 


EXCESS WATER IN BREAD. 

Considerable attention has been given to the subject 
to prevent milk-sellers and dealers in alcoholic beverages 
from supplying their articles with too large a proportion 
of water in them, but no action has been taken in regard 
to bread. It is stated that in many loaves which were 
examined lately in Sydney the percentage of water was 
from 43 to 45?>- per cent., whilst the maximum percentage 
should be about 35 per cent. In the former figures the' 
solids fall as low as 54J per cent., it is held that the pur¬ 
chaser is deprived to the extent of 12 per cent, of the 
nutriment he paid for. The medical officer points out that 
the use of too much water means, amongst several other 
things, that bread does not keep ; it becomes sour and 
mouldy, and is especially injurious when given to 
children. We do not see why excess water in bread 
should be allowed in England any more than excess water 
in butter, 
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THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


The British Medical Journal (August 25th, 1894), says :— 

■“ The invaluable Pasteur Filter for water actually prevents the 
passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
-clean, and its application for some j ears in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has shown that it is effectual in preventing 
•epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhoea, and 
similar diseases.” 

M. de Fkeycinet (Beport of Minister of War to President 
of the French Republic Journal Offiriel , February 14th. 1892), 
says:— “Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to 
water previously bad, Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At 
thisdate over 200.000 quarters of the French Army were fitted 
with Pasteur Filters. 

Made in a variety of Patterns for 

J. DEFRIES & SONS, Ltd., 146 & 14 


Sir Henry Roscoe, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. ( Westminster Gazette 
September 8th, 1893), says :—“ Ordinary filters are no good at all 

The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 
germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health 
Laboratory of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the 
value, in prevention of disease, of the best known Carbon and 
Asbestos Filter, of the Pasteur Filter, and of a copy of it in 
another material. Dr. H. H. Johnston. D.Sc., M.D., C.M., 
states :— “The Pasteur-Chamberland Filter is undoubtedly 
the best, and the only one in which reliance can be 
placed for permanently sterilising drinking water.” 

Industrial and Domestic Purposes. 

1 , HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 


West End Show Rooms-203, VICTORIA STREET, WESTMINSTER, S.W. 


IKVKN BROTHERS 

Bank Buildings, Victoria St., ) T TVP RP00I 

Entrance—Sir Thomas’s Buildings & Cumberland Street, J til I LI Aka 1/1/til 

WARRANTED PURE. 

“ LI-VER ” BRAND OF LARD. 

THOMAS WOOITS 

KENTISH FARMHOUSE, 

Whole Fruit Jams & Bottled Fruits 

ARE ABSOLUTELY PURE AND WHOLESOME. 


2,000 Acres of Fruit Plantations in best district in Kent. 


<j£tm Factory—SWANLEY, KENT. 

London ^.ny w.^ MARSHALSEA ROAD, SOUTHWARK, S.E. 


ROBERT BURNETT & CO., 

VAUXHALL, LONDON. 

VINEGAR. GUARANTEED PURE MALT. 



H. C. JANSEN’S 

DOUBLE SWAN YEAST, 

SCHIEDAM, HOLLAND. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award) 
International Bakery Exhibition, Amsterdam, 1886 


It is the strongest and most reliable 
Yeast in the Market, and 

GUARANTEED FREE FROM ANY 
MIXTURE WHATEVER. 

MEDAL OF HO NO UR I Highest Award ever given 
DIPL OMA of HO NO UR f for Yeast. 

International Bakery Exhibition, 

Ghent , Belgium, 189S. 
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FOOD AKD SAHITATIOU. 


September 2, 1899. 


ALL EXPERT ANALYSTS 

Navy and Army Surgeons, and Medical 
Officers of Health will tell you that 

NTSERRAT 

Lime-Fruit 
Juice 

is the PUREST and BEST, and the most 
Cooling, Ref r es hing, and Healthful Drink. 

It has the Real Taste and Flavour of the 


Fresh Fruit, being made from the famous 
“MONTSERRAT” Cultivated Lime-Fruit. 

- s- 

“MONTSERRAT” LIME=FRUIT JUICE has been 

ADOPTED BY HER MAJESTY’S GOVERNMENT FOR USE IN 

the Royal Navy. 

Lord Kitchener, 

the hero of Omdurman, selected **Montserrat ” 
for the Troops in the Soudan Campaign. 

United States Government also obtained supplies 
for Philippine and Cuban campaigns—sold by 
Druggists, Grocers, and Wine Merchants every¬ 
where. 
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